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ADVERTISEMENT.

The single end of this book is the presentation, in a compact and convenient

form, of the more important facts, votes, resolves, letters, speeches, reports

and other documents, which elucidate the political contest now agitating this

country. It has been our aim to let every candidate and other important per-

sonage speak for himself, make his own platform, and vindicate (if he may) his

own consistency and the soundness of his views on the great questions which

underlie our current politics.

Of course, such a work can have but a comparative merit. Make it ever so

large, and still many things must be omitted that the compiler would wish to

insert ; and every critic will plausibly ask, " Why insert this and omit that ?

Why give so much of A. and so little of B. ?" Beside, it is not always possi-

ble to remember, or, if remembered, to find, all that would be valued in a work

like this. We can only say tha*. we have done our best : let him do better

who can.

Inaccuracy of citation is one of the chief vices of our political discussions.

You can hardly listen to a set speech, even from a well-informed and truthful

canvasser, which is not marred by some misapprehension or unconscious mis-

statement of the position and views of this or that prominent statesman.

Documents, heedlessly read and long since lost or mislaid, are quoted from

with fluency and confidence, as though with indubitable accuracy, when the

citations so made do gross injustice to their author, and tend to mislead the

hearer. We believe the documents collected in this work are so printed that

their general accuracy may be safely relied on.

By canvassers of aU parties, we trust our Text-Book wiU be found conve-

nient, not to say indispensable. But those who only listen, and read, and

reflect, will abo find it a manifest help to a clear understanding of the issues and

contentions of the day. They wiU be interested in comparing the actual posi-

tions taken by Mr. Lincoln, or Mr. Douglas, or Gen. Cass, or Mr. Everett, as

faithfully set forth in this work, with those confidently attributed to that

statesman in the flreat harangue of some political opponent, who is intent on

blazoning his incoinlatency or proving his insincerity. To verify and correct

la
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XT ADVERTISEMENT.

the citations of a frotliy declaimer is sometimes the easiest and most convincing

refutation of his speech.

If a trace of partisan bias is betrayed in the thread of narrative which par-

tially unites the successive reports, bills, votes, etc., presented in this work, the

error is unintentional and regretted. Our purpose Avas to compile a record

acceptable and convenient to men of all parties, and which might be consulted

and trusted by all. Whatever is original herein is regarded as of no use or

merit, save as a necessary elucidation of the residue. "Without apology, there-

fore, or further explanation, the Text-Book is commended to the favor of the

American public.

New-York, August Itt, 1860.
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E"ATION"AL CAUCUSES, CONYENTIOISrS, AND
PLATFORMS.

National Conventions for the nonjination of
candidates are of comparatively recent origin.

In the earlier political history of the United
•States, under the Federal Constitution, candi-

dates for President and Vice-President were
nominated by congressional and legislative

caucuses. Washington was elected as first

President under the Constitution, and reelected

for a second term by a unanimous, or nearly

unanimous, concurrence of the American people;

but an opposition party gradually grew up in

Congress, which became formidable during his

second term, and which ultimately crystalized

into what was then called the Republican
party. John Adams, of Massachusetts, was
prominent among the leading Federalists, while

Thomas Jefferson, of Virginia, was preemi-
nently the author and oracle of the Republican
party, and, by common consent, they were the

opposing candidates for the Presidency, on
Washington's retirement in 1796-7.

Mr. Adams was then chosen President, while
Mr. Jefferson, having the largest electoral vote
next to Mr. A., became Vice-President.

The first Congressional Caucus to nominate
candidates for President and Vice-President, is

f^aid to have been held in Philadelphia in the

year 1800, and to have nominated Mr. Jeffer-

son for tlie first office, and Aaron Burr for the
second. These candidates were elected after a
desperate struggle, beating John Adams and
Charles C. Pinckney, of South Carolina. In
1804, Mr. Jefferson was reelected President,

with George Clinton, of New-York, for Vice,

encountering but slight opposition: Messrs.
Charles C. Pinclvuey and Rufus King, the op-
posing candidates, receiving only 14 out of 176
Electoral Votes. We have been unable to find

aay record as to the manner of their nomina-
tion. In January, 1808, when Mr. Jefferson's

second term vsas about to close, a Republican
Congressional Caucus was held at Washington,
to decide as to the relative claims of Madison
and Monroe for the succession, the Legisla-

ture of Virginia, which had been said to exert

a potent influence over such questions, being,

oa this occasion, unable to agree as to which of

her favored sons should have the preference.

Ninety-four of the 136 Republican members of
Congress attended this caucus, and declared

their preference of Mr. Madison, who received

83 votes, the remaining 11 being divided be-

tween Mr. Monroe and George Clinton. The
Opposition supported Mr. Pinckney ; but Mr,
Madison was elected by ft large majority.

Toward the close of Mr. Madison's earlier

term, he was nominated for reelection by a

Congressional Caucus held at Washington, in

May, 1812. In September of the same year, a

convention of the Opposition, representing

eleven States, was held in the city of New-
York, which nominated De Witt Clinton, of

New-York, for President. He was also put in

nomination by the Republican Legislature of
New-York. The ensuing canvass resulted in

the reelection of Mr. Madison, who received

128 electoral votes to 89 for De Witt Clinton.

In 1816, the Republican Congressional Caucus
nominated James Monroe, who received, in the

caucus, 65 votes to 54 for Wm. H. Crawford,

of Georgia. The Opposition, or Federalists,

named Rufus King, of New-York, who received

only 34 electoral votes out of 217. There was
no opposition to the reelection of Mr. Monroe
in 1820, a single (Republican) vote being cast

against him, and for John Quincy Adams.
In 1824, the Repubhcan party could not be

induced to abide by the decision of a Congres-

sional Caucus. A large majority of the Repub-
lican members formally refused to participate

in such a gathering, or be governed by its deci-

sion ; still, a Caucus was called and attended by
the friends of Mr. Crawford alone. Of the 261

members of Congress at this time, 216 were
Democrats or Republicans, yet only 66 res-

ponded to their names at roll-call, 64 of whom
voted for Mr. Crawford as the Republican nomi-
nee for President. This nominatioa was ver/

extensively repudiated throughout the country,

and three competing Republican candidates
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were brought into the field through legislative

and other machinery—viz., Andrew Jackson,

Henry Clay, and John Quincy Adams. The re-

sult of this famous " scrub race" for the Presi-

dency was, that no one was elected by the

people, Gen. Jackson receiving 99 electoral

votes, Mr. Adams S4, Mr. Crawford 41, and Mr.

Clay 37. The election then devolved on the

House of Representatives, where Mr. Adams
was chosen, receiving the votes 9f 13 States,

against 7 for Gen. Jackson, and 4 for Mr. Craw-
ford. This was the end of " King Caucus."

Gen. Jackson was immediately thereafter put

in nomination for the ensuing term by the Le-

gislature of Tennessee, having only Mr. Adams
for an opponent in 1828, when he was elected

by a decided majority, receiving 178 Electoral

Votes to 83 for Mr. Adams. Mr. John C. Cal-

houn, who had at first aspired to the Presidency,

in 182-1, withdrew at an early stage from the

canvass, and was thereupon chosen Vice-Presi-

dent by a very large electoral majority—Mr.

Albert Gallatin, of Pennsylvania, (the caucus

candidate on the Crawford ticket,) being his

only seriou.s competitor. In 1828, Mr. Calhoun
was the candidate for Vice-President on the

Jackson ticket, and of course reelected. It

was currently stated that the concentration of

the Crawford and Calhoun strength on this

ticket was mainly effected by Messrs. Martin

Van Buren and Churchill C.Cambreleng, ofNew-
York, during a southern tour made by them in

1827. In 1828, Richard Rush, of Pennsylvania,

was the candidate for Vice-President on the

Adams ticket.

D. S. ANTI-MASONIC CONVENTION—1830.

The first political National Convention in this

country of which we have any record was held

at Philadelphia in September, 1830, styled the

United States Anti-Masonic Convention. It was
composed of i»6 delegates, representing the

States of New-York, Massachusetts, Connecti-

cut, Vermont, Rhode Island, Pennsylvania,

New-Jersey, Delaware, Ohio, Maryland and the

Territory of Michigan. Francis Granger of

New-York presided ; but no business was trans-

acted beyond the adoption of the following

resolution

:

Rp.ioIr^fJ, That it is recommended to tlie people of the

United States, opposed to secret societies, to meet in

convention on Monday the 2t)tli day of September, 1S31,

at the c'.ty of Baltimore, by delegates equal in number
to their representatives in both houses of Congress, to

make nominations of suitalde candidates for the otBce

of President and Vice-President, to be supported at tlie

next election, and for the transaction of such otlier

business as the cause of Auti-Masoary may requii-e.

In compli.ince with the foregoing call, a Na-

tional Anti-Masonic Convention was lield at Balti-

more, in September, 1831, which nominateil

William Wirt, of Maryland, for President, and

Amos Ellmaker, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre-

Bident. The convention was attended by 112 de-

legates from the States of Maine, New-Hampshire,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con-
necticut, New-York, NewrJersey, Pennsylvania,

Ohio, Indiana, Delaware and Maryland —only

Massachusetts, New-York and Pennsylvania

being fully represented. John C. Spencer, of

New-York, presided over the delil orations of the
Convention, and the nominees received each
108 votes. The candidates accepted the nomi-
nation and received the electoral vote of Ver-
mont only. The Convention did not enunciate
any distinct platform of principles, but ap-

pointed a committee to issue an Address to the
people. In due time, the address was published.

It is quite as proUx and verbose as modern po-
litical addresses ; and, after stating at great

length the necessary qualifications for the

Chief of a great and free people, and present-

ing a searching criticism on the institution of
free-masonry in its moral and poHtical bearings,

somewhat intensified from the excitement
caused by the (then recent) alleged murder of
WiUiam Morgan, for having revealed the secrets

of the Masonic Order, the Address comes to the

conclusion that, since the institution had be-

come a political engine, political agencies must
be used to avert its baneful effects—in other

words, " that an enlightened exercise of the

right of ISufiFrage is the constitutional and
equitable mode adopted by the Anti-Masons is

necessary to remove the evil they sufler, and
produce the reforms they seek."

DEMOCRATIC OR JACKSON NATIONAL
CONVENTION—1832.

There was no open opposition in the Demo-
cratic party to the nomination of Gen. Jackson
for a second term ; but the party were not so

well satisfied with Mr. Calhoun, the Vice-Presi-

dent; so a Convention was called to meet at

Baltimore in May, 1832, to nominate a candi-

date for the second office. Delegates appeared
and took their seats from the States of

Maine, New-Hampshire, Vermont, Massachu-
setts, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New-York,
New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Mary-
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,

Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi, Ten-
nessee, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana and Illinois.

Gen. Robert Lucas, of Ohio, presided, and
the regular proceedings were commenced by
the passage of the following resolution

:

Jiesoltied, That each State be entitled, in the nomina-
tion to be made for the Tice-Presidency, to a number of
votes equal to the number to which they will be entitled
in the electoral colleges, under the new apportionment,
in voting for President and Vice-President; and that
two-thirds of the whole number of the votes in the Con-
vention shall be necessary to constitute a choice.

Tills seems to have been the origin of the

famous "two-thirds" rule which has prevailed

of late in Democratic National Conventions.

The Convention proceeded to ballot for a can-

didate for Vice-President, with the following

result

:

For Martin Van Buren : T'onnecticut, 8 ; Illinois, 2

;

Ohio, 21 ; Tennessee, 15 ; North Carolina, 9 ; Georgia, 11
;

Louisiana, 5 ; Pennsylvania, 30; Maryland, 7; New-
Jersey, 8; Mississippi, 4; Khode Island, 4; Maine, 10;
Massachusetts, 14; Delaware, 8 ; New-Hampshire, 7;
New-York, 42 ; Vermont, 7 ; Alabama, 1—Total, 20a
For Richard M. Johnson : Illinois, 3 ; Indians, 9

;

Kentucky, 15—Total, 26.

For Philip P. Barbour : North Carolina, 6 ; Virginia,

28 ; Maryland, 8 ; South Carolina, 11 ; Alabama, 6—
Total, 49.

Mr. Van Buren, having received more than

two-thirds of all the votes cast, was declared
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duly nominated as the candidate of the party

for Vice-President.

The Convention passed a resolution cordially

concurring in the repeated nominations which

Gen. Jacivson had received in various parts of

the country for reelection as President.

Mr. Archer, of Virginia, from the committee

appointed to prepare an address to the people,

reported that

The committee, having interchanged opinions on the

subject submitted to them, and agreeing fully in the

principles and sentiments which they believe ought to be
embodied in an address of this description, if such an
address were to be made, nevertheless deem it advisa-

ble under existing circumstances, to recommend the

adoption of the following resolution :

Resol/ved, That it be recommended to the several de-

legations in this Convention, in place of a General Ad-
dress from this body to the people of the United States,

to make such explanations by address, report, or other-

wise, to their respective constituents, of the object, pro-

ceedings and result of the meeting, as they may deem
expedient.

The result of this election was the choice of

General Jackson, who received the electoral

vote of the following States :

Maine, 10 ; New-Hampshire, 7 ; New-York, 42 ; New-
Jersey, 8 ; Pennsylvania, 30 ; Maryland, 8 ; Virginia,

23 ; North Carolina, 15 ; Georgia, 11 ; Tennessee, 15
;

Ohio, 21 ; Louisiana, 5 ; Mississippi, 4 ; Indiana, 9
;

Illinois, 5 ; Alabama, 7 ; Missouri, 4—Total, 219.

For Mr. Clay : Massachusetts, 14 ; Rhode Island, 4
;

Connecticut, 8 ; Delaware, S ; Maryland, 5 ; Kentucky,
15—Total, 49.

For John Floyd, of Virginia : South Carolina, 11.

For William Wirt, of Maryland : Vermont, 7.

Mr. Van Buren received only 189 votes for

Vice-President, Pennsylvania, which cast her
vote for Jackson, having voted for William
Wilkins of that State for Vice-President.

John Sergeant, for Vice-President, received the

same vote as Mr. Clay for President. South
Carolina voted for Henry Lee of Massachusetts,
for Vice-President.

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN CONVENTION—
1831.

The National Republicans met in convention
at Baltimore, Dec. 12, 1831. Seventeen States

and the District of Columbia were represented
by 157 delegates, who cast a unanimous vote
for Henry Clay, of Kentucky, for President, and
John Sergeant, of Pennsylvania, for Vice-Pre-
sident. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided,

and the States represented were : Maine, New-
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Con-
necticut, Vermont, New York, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,

North Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee, Ohio,
Louisiana and Indiana. The Convention adopted
no formal platform of principles, but issued au
Address, mainly devoted to a criticism on the
Administration of Gen. Jackson, asserting,

among other things, that

—

The political history of the Union for the last three
years exhibits a series of measures plainly dictated in all

their principal features by blind cupidity or vindictive
party spirit, marked throughout by a disregard of good
policy, justice, and every high and generous sentiment,
and, terminating in a dissolution of the Cabinet, under
circumstances more discreditable than any of the kind to
be met with in the annals of the civilized world.

The address alludes to the charge of incapa-
city and corruption leveled against his imme-

diate predecessor (J. Q. Adams) by Gen. Jack-
son in his Inaugural Address, and adds :

The indecorum of this denunciation was hardly less

glaring than its essential injustice, and can only he
paralleled by that of the subsequent denunciation of the

same Administration, on the same authority, to a foreign

government.

Exception is taken to the indiscriminate re-

moval of all officers within the reach of the Pre-
sident, who were not attached to his person or

party. As illustrative of the extent to which
this political proscription was carried, it is stated

that, within a month after the inauguration of
General Jackson, more persons were removed
from office than during the whole 40 years that

had previously elapsed since the adoption of the

Constitution. Fault is also found with the Ad-
ministration in its conduct of our foreign affairs.

Again the Address eays ;

On the great subjects of internal policy, the course
of the President has been so inconsistent and vacillating,

that it is impossible for any party to place confidence in

his character, or to consider him as a true and effective

friend. By avowing his approbation of a judicious tariff,

at the same time recommending to Congress precisely the
same policy which had been adopted as the best plan of

attack by the opponents of that measure ; by admitting
the constitutionality and expediency of Internal Improve-
ments of a National character, and at the same moment
negativing the most important bills of this description
which were presented to him by Congress, the President
has shown that he is either a secret enemy to the system,
or that he is willing to sacrifice the most important na-
tional objects in a vain attempt to conciliate the conflict-

ing interests, or rather adverse party feeling and opinions
of different sections of the country.

Objection is taken to Gen. Jackson's war on
the United States Bank, and the necessity and
usefulness of that institution are argued at con-

siderable length. The outrageous and inhuman
treatment of the Cherokee Indians by the State

of Georgia, and the failure of the National Ad-
ministration to protect them in their rights,

acquired by treaty with the United States,

is also the subject of animadversion in the
the Address.

A resolve was adopted, recommending to the

young men of the National Republican Party to

hold a Convention in the city of Washington on
the following May.

Such a Convention was accordingly held at

the Capital on the 11th of May, 1832, over
which William Cost Johnson, of Maryland, pre-

sided, and at which the following, among other
resolves, were adopted:

Resolved, That an adequate Protection to American
Industry is indispensable to the prosperity of the coun-
try ; and that an abandonment of the policy at this

period would be attended with consequences ruinous to

the best interests of the Nation.
Resolved, That a uniform system of Internal Improve-

ments, sustained and supported by the General Govern-
ment, is calculated to secure, in the highest degree, the
harmony, the strength and the permanency of the Re-
public.

Resolved, That the indiscriminate removal of public
officers, for a mere difference of political opinion, is a
gross abuse of power; and that the doctrine lately

boldly preached in the United States Senate, that " to the
victors belong the spoils of the vanquished," is detri-

mental to the interest, corrupting to the morals, and
dangerous to the liberties of the people of this coun-
try.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION,
1835.

In May, 1835, a National Convention repre-

senting twenty-one States, assembled at Balti-
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more to nominate candidates for President and

Vice-President. The Hon. Andrew Stevenson,

of Virginia, was chosen president, with half a

dozen vice-presidents and four secretaries. A
rule was adopted that two-thirds of the whole

number of votes should be necessary to make a

nomination or to decide any question connected

therewith. On the first ballot for President,

Mr. Van Buren was nominated unanimously, re-

ceiving 265 votes. For Vice-President, Richard

M. Johnson, of Kentucky, received 178, and
William C. Rives, of Virginia, 87. Mr. John-

son, having received more than two-thirds of

all the votes cast, was declared duly nominated
as the candidate for Vice-President. This Con-

vention adopted no platform.

THE OPPOSITION IN 1836.

In 1835, Gen. Wm. H. Harrison, of Ohio, was
nominated for President, with Francis Granger,

for Vice-President, by a Whig State Convention

at Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, and also by a

Democratic Anti-Masonic Convention held at

the same place. A Whig State Convention in

Maryland also nominated Gen. Harrison for Pre-

sident, with John Tyler, of Virginia, for Vice.

Gen. H. also received nominations in New York,
Ohio and other States.

Hugh L. White, of Tennessee was nominated
by the Legislatures of Tennessee and Alabama,
as the Opposition or Anti-Jackson candidate

;

while Mr. Webster was the favorite of the Oppo-
sition in Massachusetts, and Willie P. Mangum,
of N. C. received the vote of S. C, 11. The
result of the contest of 1836 was the election

of Mr. Van Buren, who received the electoral

votes of the States of

Maine, 10 ; New-Hampshire, 7 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Con-
necticut, S; New York, 42; Pennsylvania, 30 ; Virginia,

28; North Carolina, 15; Louisiana, 5; Mississippi, 4;
Illinois, 5; Alabama, 7; Missouri, 4; Arkansas, 3; Michi-
gan, 8—Total 170.

Gen. Harrison received the votes of

Vermont, 7 ; New-Jersey, 8 ; Pelaware, 8 ; Maryland,
10; Kentucky, 15; Ohio, 21 ; and Indiana, 9—Total, 73.

Hugh L. White received the vote of Georgia,

11, and Tennessee, 15: total, 26. Mr. Webster
received the vote of Massachusetts, 14.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION,—1839.
A Whig National Convention representing

twenty-one States met at Harrisburg, Pa., Dec.
4, 1839. James Barbour, of Virginia, presided,

and the result of the first ballot was the nomina-
tion of Gen. William II. Harrison, of Ohio, who
received 148 * votes to 90 for Henry Clay, and
16 for Gen. Winfield Scott. John Tyler, of

Virginia, was unanimously nominated as the
Whig candidate for Vice-President. The Cou-
vention adopted no platform of principles; but
the party in conducting the memorable cam-
paign of 1840, assailed the Administration of
Mr. Van Buren for its general mismanagement
of public affairs and its profligacy, and the

•liallois were repeatedly taken in coinrnittee Ihroiigbout two
or three days ; but as uo candidate received a majority, it was
only reported to the convemion that tile committee had not been
able to a;.'ree on a candiilalo to he presented lo tlia convention.
Finally, tlie delegates from New-York and olber States which
had supported (!en. Scott, generally went over to (ien. Harrisoji,
v'ao thus received u majority, yfiken trtie result was declared, as
atiovc.

result was the triumphant election of Harrison

and Tyler, Van Buren receiving the electoral

vote of only seven States ; viz

:

New-Hampshire, 7 ; Virginia, 23 ; South Carolina, 11

;

Illinois, 5 ; Alabama, 7 ; Missouri, 4 ; and Arkansas, 3

—

Total, 60.

South-Carohna refused to vote for Richard M.

Johnson for Vice-President, throwing away her

11 votes on Littleton W. Tazewell, of Virginia.

Harrison and Tyler received the votes of the

following States

:

Maine, 10; Massachusetts, 14 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Con-
necticut, 8; Vermont, 7; New-York. 42; New-Jersey, 8

:

Pennsylvania, 30 ; Delaware, 8; Maryland, 10; North
Carolina, 15 ; Q-eorgia, 11 ; Kentucky, 15 ; Tennessee, 15

;

Ohio, 21; Louisiana, 5; Mississippi, 4 ; Indiana, 9; Michi-
gan, 8—Total, 234.

ABOLITION CONVENTION,—1839.

A Convention of Abolitionists was held at

Warsaw, N. Y., on the 13th of November, 1839,

which adopted the following

:

Resolved, That, in our judgment, ev«ry consideration
of duty and expediency which ought to control the
action of Christian freemen, requires of the Abolitionista

of the U. S. to organize a distinct and independent poli-

tical party, embracing all the necessary means for nomi-
nating candidates for office and sustaining them by
public suifrage.

The Convention then nominated for Presi-

dent James G. Birney, of New York, and for

Vice-President Francis J. Lemoyne, of Penn-
sylvania. These gentlemen subsequently de-

clined the nomination. Nevertheless they
received a total of 7,609 votes in various Free
States.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION,
1840.

A Democratic National Convention met at

Baltimore, May .'ith, 1840, to nominate candi-

dates for President and Vice-President. Dele-

gates vf.ere present from the States of Maine,
New-Hampshire,Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, New-York, New-Jersey, Pennsylvania,

Maryland, North Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky,
Tennessee, Ohio, Alabama,Mis8issippi, Louisiana,

Indiana, Missouri, Michigan, and Arkansas.

Gov. William Carroll, of Tennessee, presided,

and the Convention, before proceeding to the
nomination of candidates, adopted the follow-

ing platform—viz.

:

1. Resolved, That the Federal Government is one of
limited powers, derived solely from the Constitution, and
the grants of power shown therein ought to be strictly

construed by all the departments and agents of the
government, and that it is inexpedient and dangerous to

exercise doubtful constitutional powers.

2. Besolved, That the Constitution does not confer
upon the General Government the power to commence
or carry on a general system of internal improvement.

3. Resolved, That the Constitution does not confer
authority upon the Federal Government, directly or in-

directly, to assume the debts of the several States, con-
tracted for local internal improvements or other State
purposes ; nor would such assumption be just or ex-
pedient.

4. Resolved, That justice and sound policy forbid the
Federal Government to foster one branch of industry to

the detriment of another, or to cherish the interest of
one portion to the injury of another portion of our com-
mon country—that every citizen and every section of
the country has a right to demand and insist upon ao
equality of rights and privileges, and to complete and
ample protection of persons and property from domestic
violence or foreign aggression.
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5. Hesoloed, That it is the duty of every branch of I

the government to enforce and practice the most rigid

economy in conducting our public affairs, and tliat no

more revenue ought to be raised than is required to de-
j

fray the necessary expenses of the government.
I

1. llisolved. That Congress has no power to charter a
.iit«d States Bank, tliat we believe such an institution

le of deadly hostility to the best interests of the coun-

;ry, dangerous to our republican institutions and the

liberties of the people, and calculated to place the busi-

ness of the country within the control of a concentrated
money power, and above the laws and the will of the

people.

7. liesolved. That Congress has no power, under the

Constitution, to interfere with or control the domestic
institutions of the several States ; and that such States

are the sole and proper judges of everything pertaining

to their own affairs, not prohibited by the Constitution
;

that all efforts, by abolitionists or others, made to induce
Congress to interfere with questions of slavery, or to

take incipient steps in relation thereto, are calculated to

lead to the most alarming and dangerous consequences,
and that all such efforts have an inevitable tendency to

diminish the happiness of the people, and endanger the

stability and permanency of the Union, and ought not to

be countenanced by any friend to our Political Institu-

tions.

8. Besolved, That the separation of the moneys of the

government from banking institutions is indispensable

for the safety of the funds of the government and the
rights of the people.

9. Resolved, That the liberal principles embodied by
Jefferson in the Declaration of Independence, and sanc-

tioned in the Constitution, which makes ours the land
of liberty and the asylum of the oppressed of every
nation, have ever been cardinal principles in the Demo-
cratic faith ; and every attempt to abridge the present
privilege of becoming citizens, and the owners of soil

among us, ought to be resisted with the same spirit

which swept the Alien and Sedition Laws from oiu- statute

book.

The Convention then unanimously nominated
iMr. Van Buren for reelection as President ; but,

there being much diversity of opinion as to the

proper niau for Vice-President, the following

preamble and resolution were adopted

:

Whereas, Several of the States which have nominated
Martin Van Buren as a candidate for the Presidency,
have put in nomination different individuals as candi-

dates for Vice-President, thus indicating a diversity of
opinion as to the person best entitled to the nomination

;

and whereas some of the said States are not represented
in this Convention, therefore.

Resolved, That the Convention deem it expedient at

the present time not to choose between the individuals

in nomination, but to leave the decision to their Repub-
lican fellow-citizens in the several States, trusting that
before the election shall take place, their opinions will

become so concentrated as to secure the choice of a
Vice-President by the Electoral College.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1844.

A Whig National Convention assembled in

Baltimore, on the 1st of May, 1844, in which
every State in the Union was represented. Am-
brose Spencer, of New-York, presided, and Mr.

Clay was nominated for President by acclama-

tion. For Vice-President, there was some di-

versity of preference, and Mr. Frelinghuysen, of

N. J-, was nominated on the third ballot as fol-

lows :

BALLOTS.

1st. 2r1. .Srd.

T. Frelinghuysen, N. J., 101 118 155
John Davis, Mass., 83 74 79
Millard Fillmore, N. Y. , 53 51 40
John SergeMit, Pa., 83 32 withdrawn.

Total, 275 275 274

The principles of the party were briefly

summed up in the following resolve, which was
adopted by the Convention :

Resolved, That these principles may be summed as
comprising a woU regulated National currency—a Tariff

ft)r revenue to defray the necessary expenses of the

Government, and discriminating with special referenoa
to the Protection of the Domestic Labor of tlie country
—tV" Distribution cf the proceeds from the sales of the
I'ublic Lands— a single term for the Presidency—a re-
form of executive usurpations—and generally such an ad-
ministration of the afl'airs of the country, as shall impart
to every branch of the public service the greatest practi-
cable efficiency, controlled by a well-regulated and wise
economy.

The contest resulted in the choice of the
Democratic candidates (Polli and Dallas,) who
received 170 electoral votes as follows : Maine,
9 ; New-Hampshire, 6 ; New-York, 36 ; Pena-
sylvania, 26 ; Virginia, 17 ; South Carolina,

9; Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mississippi, 6

;

Louisiana, 6 ; Indiana, 12 ; Illinois, 9 ; Missouri,

7 ; Arkansas, 3 ; Michigan, 5—170.

For Clay and Frelinghuysen : Vermont, 6

;

Massachusetts, 12 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecti-
cut, 6 ; New-Jersey, 7 ; Delaware, 3 ; Maryland,
8 ; North Carolina, 11 ; Tennessee, 13 ; Ken-
tucky, 12 ; Ohio, 23—105.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION,
1844.

A Democratic National Convention assembled
at Baltimore on the 27th May, 1844, adopted the

two-third rule and, after a stormy ses.sion of three
days, James K. Polk, of Tennessee, was nomi-
nated for President, and Silas Wright, of New
York, for Vice-President. Mr. Wriglu declined
the nomination, and George M. Dallas, of Penn-
sylvania, was subsequently selected to fill the
second place on the ticket.

The ballotings for President were as follows :

BALLOTS.

1st. 2ct. 3rrt. Jih. 5tli. 61I1 Ttli. Sth. 9th.

M. Van Buren.... 146 127 121 111 103 101 99 104 2
Lewis Cass 83 94 92 105 lOT 116 123 114 29
R. M. Johnson 29 33 33 33 26 25 21 — —
James Buchanan.. 4 9 11 17 29 23 22 2 —
J.C.Calhoun — 1211112 —
Levi Woodbury. . . — — 2 — — — — — —
Com. Stewart — 1 — — — — — — —
James K. Polk.... — __ — ___44233

Mr. Van. Buren's name was withdrawn after

the Sth ballot.

The plai,form adopted by the Convention was
the same as that of 1840, with the following
additions

:

Resolved, That the proceeds of the Public Lands
ought to be sacredly applied to the national objects speci-
fied in the Constitution, and that we are opposed to the
laws lately adopted, and to any law for the Distribution
of such proceeds among the States, as alike inexpedient
in policy and repugnant to the Constitution.

Resolved, That we are decidedly opposed to taking
from the President the qualified veto power by which he
is enabled, under restrictions and responsibilities amply
sufficient to guard the public interest, to suspend the
passage of a bill, whose merits cannot secure the ap
proval of two-thirds of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives, until the judgment of the people can be ob-
tained thereon, and which has thrice saved the Ameri-
can People from the corrupt and tyrannical domination
of the Bank of the United States.

Resolved, That our title to the whole of the Territory of
Oregon is clear and unquestionable; that no portion of the
same ought to be ceded to England or any other power

;

and that the reoccupation of Oregon and the reannex-
ation of Texas at the earliest practicable period are
great American measures, which this Convention recom-
mends to the cordial support of the Democracy of the
Union.

LIBERTY PARTY NATIONAL CONVEN-
TION, 1843.

The Liberty Party National Convention met
at Buffalo, on the 30t^)f August. Leicester



i4 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

King, ef Ohio, presided, and James G. Birney, of

Michigan, was unanimously nortiinated for Pre-
sident, with Thomas Morris, of Ohio, for Vice-

President. Among the resolves adopted were
the following

:

Resolved, That human brotherhood is a cardinal prin-
ciple of true Democracy, as well as of pure Christianity,

which spurns all inconsistent limitations ; and neither
Uie political party which repudiates it, nor the political

lystetu which is not based upon it, can be truly Demo-
•y-atic or permanent.

Jieitolved, That the Liberty Party, placing itself upon
•lis broad principle, will demand the absolute and un-
lualified divorce of the General Government from
ilavery, and also the restoration of equality of rights,

Among men, in every State where the party exists, or
nay exist.

Resolved, That the Liberty Party has not been organ-
Ued for aay temporary purpose by interested politicians,

but has arisen from among the people in consequence of
a conviction, hourly gaining ground, that no other party
In the country represents the true principles of American
liberty, or tlie true spirit of the Constitution of the
United States.

Hesolved, That the Liberty Party has not been organ-
laed merely for the overthrow of slavery ; its first de-
cided effort must, indeed, be directed against slavehold-
ing as the grossest and most revolting manifestation of
despotism, but it will also carry out the principle of
equal rights into all its practical consequences and ap-
plications, and support every just measure conducive to
individual and social freedom.

Jiesolved, That the Liberty Party is not a sectional
party but a national party ; was not originated in a de-
sire to accomplish a single object, but in a comprehen-
sive regard to the great interests of the whole country

;

is not a new party, nor a third party, but is the party
of 1776, reviving the principles of that memorable era,
and striving to carry them into practical application.
Resolved, That it was understood in the times of the

Declaration and the Constitution, that the existence of
slavery in some of the States, was in derogation of the
principles of American Liberty, and a deep stain upon
the character of the country, and the implied faith of the
States and tlie Nation was pledged, that slavery should
never be extended beyond its then existing limits, but
should be gradually, and yet, at no distant day, wholly
ibolished by .State authority.
Mewlced, That the faith of the States and the Nation

lius pledged, was most nobly redeemed by the voluntary
\bolition of Slavery in several of the States, and by the
idoption of the Ordinance of 1787, for the government
ii the Territory northwest of the river Ohio, then the only
Territory in the United States, and consequently the only
erritory subject in this respect to the control of Congress
Vy which Oidinance Slavery was forever excluded from
fce vast regions which now compose the States of Ohio,
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and the Territory of Wiscon-
•In, and an incapacity to bear up any other than freemen,
was impressed on the soil itself.

Hesolved, That the faith of the States and Nation
thus pledged, has been shamefully violated by the omis-
sion on the part of many of the States, to take any
measures whatever for the Abolition of Slavery within
their respective limits

; by the continuance of Slavery
in the District of Columbia, and in the Territories of
Louisiana and Florida

; by the Legislation of Congress
;

by the protection alTorded by national legislation and
negotiation to slavetiolding in American vessels, on the
iiigh seas, employed in the coastwise Slave Traffic ; and
by the extension of slavery far beyond its original
limits, by acts of Congress, admitting new Slave States
into the Union.

Jiesolved, That the fundamental truths of the Declara-
tion of Independence, that all men are endowed by their
Creator with certain inalienable rights, among which are
life, liberty aud the pursuit of happiness, was made the
fundamental law of our National Government, by that
amendment of the Constitution which declares that no
person shall be deprived of life, liberty or property,
without due process of law.
HeHolved, That we recognize as sound, the doctrine

maintained by slaveholding jurists, that slavery ig
against natural riglits, and strictly local, and that its ex-
btence and continuance rests on no other support than
elate Legislation, and not on any authority of Congress.

Resolved, That the General Government has, under
the Constitution, no power to establish or continue
Blaveiy anywhere, and therefore that all treaties and
acts of Congress estaljlishiiig, continuing or favoring
Slavery in the District of.Columbia, in tho Territory of

Florida, or on the high seas, are unconstitutional, and all

attempts to hold men as property within the limits of ex-
clusive national jurisdiction, ought to be prohibited by law.
Resolved, That the provision of the Constitution of the

United States, which confers extraordinary political

powers on the owners of slaves, and thereby constitut-
ing the two hundred and fifty thousand slaveholders in
the Slave States a privileged aristocracy ; and the pro-
vision for the reclamation of fugitive slaves from service,
are Anti-Republican in their character, dangerous to the
liberties of the people, and ought to be abrogated.
Resolved, That the practical operation of the second

of these provisions, is seen in the enactment of the act
of Congress respecting persons escaping from their mas-
ters, which act, if the construction given to it by the
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Prigg
vs. Pennsylvania be correct, nullifies the habeas corpus
acts of all the States, takes away the whole legal security
of personal freedom, and ought therefore to be immedi-
ately repealed.
Resolved, That the peculiar patronage and support

hitherto extended to Slavery and Slaveholding, by the
General Government, ought to be immediately with-
drawn, and the example and influence of National
authority ought to be arrayed on the side of Liberty and
Free Labor.
Resolved, That the practice of the General Govern-

ment, which prevails in the Slave States, of employing
Slaves upon the public works, instead of free laborers,
and paying aristocratic masters, with a view to secure ot

reward political services, is utterly indefensible and
ought to be abandoned.
Resolved, That freedom of speech, and of the press,

and the right of petition, and the right of trial by jury,
are sacred and inviolable ; and that all rules, regula-
tions and laws, in derogation of either are oppressive, un-
constitutional, and not to be endured by free people.
Resolved, That we regard voting in an eminent de-

gree, as a moral and religious duty, which, when exer-
cised, should be by voting for those who will do all in

their power for Immediate Emancipation.
Resolved, That this Convention recommend to the

friends of Liberty in all those Free States where any in-

equality of rights and privileges exists on account of

color, to employ their utmost energies to remove all such
remnants and effects of the Slave system.

Whereas, The Constitution of these United States is

a series of agreements, covenants, or contracts between
the people of the United States, each with all and all

with each ; and
Whereas, It is a principle of universal morality, that

the moral laws of the Creator are paramount to all

human laws ; or, in the language of an Apostle, that
"we ought to obey God rather than men ;" and,

Whereas, The principle of common law—that any
contract, covenant, or agreement, to do an act deroga-
tory to natural right, is vitiated and annulled by its in-

herent immorality—has been recognized by one of the
justices of the Supreme Court of the United States, who
in a recent case exprsssly holds that " any contract
that rests upon such a basis is void ;" and.

Whereas, The third clause of the second section of
the fourth article of the Constitution of the United
States, when construed as providing for the surrender of
a Fugitive Slave, does " rest upon such a basis," in that
it is a contract to rob a man of a natural right—namely,
his natural right to his own liberty ; and is, therefore,

absolutely void. Therefore,
Resolved, That we hereby give it to be distinctly

understood by this nation and the world, that, as aboli-

tionists, considering that the strength of our cause lies

in its righteousness, and our hope for it in our conformity
to the laws of God, and our respect for the riqhts of
MAN, we owe it to the Sovereign Ruler of the universe, as
a proof of our allegiance to Him, in all our civil relations

and offices, whether as private citizens or as public
functionaries sworn to support the Constitution of the
United States, to regard and to treat the third clause of

the fourth article of that instrument, whenever applied
to the case of a fugitive slave, as utterly null and void,

and consequently as forming no part of the Constitution

of the United States, whenever we are called upon oi

sworn to support it.

Resolved, That the power given to Congress by the
Constitution, to provide for calling out the militia to

suppress insurrection, does not make it the duty of the
Government to maintain Slavery by military force, much
less does it make it the duty of the citizens to form a
part of such military force. When freemen unsheath the
sword it should be to strike for Liberty, not for Despot-
ism.

Resolved, That to preserve the peace of the citizens, and
secure the blessings of freedom, the Legislature of each oi
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the Free States onght to keep in force suitable statutes i

rendering it penal for any of its inliabitants to transport,
|

or aid in transporting from such State, any person
|

•ought, to be thus transported, merely because subject

to the slave laws of any other Stale ; this remnant of in-

dependence being accorded to the Free States, by the

decision of the Supreme Court, in the case of Prigg ve.

the State of Pennsylvania.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1848.

A Whig National Convention met at Phila-

delphia, on the 7th of June, 1848, over which

John M. Morehead, of North Carolina, presided.

After a rather stormy session of three days.

Gen. Zachary Taylor, of Louisiana, was nomi-

nated for President, and Millard Fillmore, of

New-York, for Vice-President. Gen. Taylor

was nominated on the fourth ballot, as follows

:

BALLOTtNGS.

1st. 2d. 3d. 4th.

Taylor Ill 118 133 171

Clay 97 86 74 82

Scott 43 49 64 63

Webster 22 22 17 13

Clayton 4 4 1 —
McLean 2 1 — —

Total 279 280 279 279

Mr. Fillmore was nominated for Vice-Presi-

dent on the second ballot, by the following

vote :

BALLOTINGS.
1st. 2d.

M. FiUmore 115 173
Abbott Lawrence 109 83

Scattering 50 4

Total 274 260

Of the scattering vote cast on the first ballot,

George Evans, of Maine, received 6 ; T. M. T.

McKennen, of Pa., 13; Andrew Stewart, of Pa.,

14 ; and John Sergeant, of Pa.. 6.

The Convention adopted no Platform of

Principles. After it had been organized, and a

resolution offered to go into a ballot for candi-

dates for President and Vice-President, Mr.

Lewis D. Campbell, of Ohio, moved to amend
as follows

:

Resolved, That no candidate shall be entitled to re-

ceive the nomination of this Convention for President
or Vice-President, unless he has given assurances that
he will abide by and support the nomination; that if

nominated he will accept the nomination ; that he will

consider himself the candidate of the Whigs, and use
all proper influence to bring into practical operation the
principles and measures of the Whig Party.

This resolution met with decided opposition,

and the president ruled it out of order, from
which decision Mr. Campbell appealed, and in a

speech contended that it was strictly in order to

define what sort of candidate should be voted
for, and to declare that none but sound Whigs
should receive important nominations at the

hands of a Whig National Convention. The
appeal was tabled.

Mr. Fuller, of New York, offered the follow-

ing :

Resolved, That as the first duty of the representatives
of the Whig Party is to preserve the principles and in-

tegrity of the party, the claims of no candidate can be
considered by this Convention unless such candidate
stands pledged to support, in good faith, the nominees
and to be the exponent of Whig Principles.

'

The president ruled this resolution out of
oriler, and Mr. Fuller appealed, insisting that

lo true Whig could reasonably object to his

proposition. This appeal was also laid on the

table.

After Gen. Taylor h;id been nominated, Mr.

Charles Allen, of Mas.sachusetts, offered the

following :

Reaolmed, That the Whig Party, through its repreii.n-

talives here, agrees to abide by the nomination of Gon.

Zachary Taylor, on condition tliat he will accept the

nomination as the candidate of the Whig Party, ajd
adhere to its great fundamental y)rinciple9—no exten-

sion of slave territory—no acquisition of foreign terri

tory by conquest—piotection to American industry, «in(J

opposition to Executive usurpation.

The president immediately decided the reso-

lution out of order, and no further notice wat
taken of it

After the nomination for Vice-President had

been made, Mr. McCuUough, of New-Jersey,

offered the following:

Resol/ved, That Gen. Zachary Taylor, of Louisiana,

and Millard Fillmore, of New-York, be, and they are

hereby unanimously nominated as the Whig candidates

for President and Vice-President of the United States.

Mr. D. R. Tilden, of Ohio, propo.sed the fol-

lowing, expressing the opinion that some such

declaration by the Convention would be neces-

sary, in order to secure the vote of Ohio for

the nominee

:

Resolved, That while all power is denied to Congress,

under the Constitution, to control, or in any way inter-

fere with the institution of Slavery within the several

States of this Union, it nevertheless has the power and
it is the duty of Congress to prohibit the introduction or

existence of Slavery in any territory now possessed, or

which may hereafter be acquired,by the United States

This resolution, like all others aSirming Whig
or Anti-Slavery principles, was ruled out of

order, and laid on the table. A motion was
made to divide Mr. McCullough"s resolve, so

that the vote could be taken separately on
President and on Vice-President, when, after

discussion, the resolve was withdrawn.

Mr. Hilliard, of Alabama, offered a resolve

indorsing Gen. Taylor's letter to Captain Alli-

son, which, meeting opposition, was withdrawn ;

so the Convention adjourned without passing

any resolves having reference to Whig prin-

ciples, the issues before the country, or of con-

currence in the nominations.

RATIFICATION MEETING AT PHILA-
DELPHIA.

On the evening of the last day of the session

(9th June), a ratification meeting was held at

Philadelphia, at which Gov. Wm. F. Johnston,
of Pa., presided, and at which speeches were
delivered by Governor Morehead, Gen. Leslie

Coombs, of Ky., and several others, and at

which the following resolves, reported by W. S..

Price, of Pennsylvania, were adopted :

1. Resolved, That the Whigs of the United States,

here assembled by their Representatives, heartily ratify

the nominations of Gen. Zachary Taylor as President,

and Millard Fillmore as Vice-President of the United
States, and pledge themselves to their support.

2. Resolved, That in the choice of Gen. Taylor as the

Whig Candidate for President, we are glad to discover

sympathy with a great popular sentiment throughout the

nation— a sentiment which, having its origin in admira-
tion of great military success, has been strengthened by
the development, in every action and every word, of

sound conservative opinions, and of true fidelity to the

great example of former days, and to the principles of

the Constitution as administered by its founders.

3. Resolved, That Gen. Taylor, in saying that, had he
voted in 1S44, ts would have voted the Whig ticket.
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gires us the assurance—and no better is needed from a
consistent and trutii-speaking man-»(iiat iiis lieart was
witli us at tlie crisis of our political destiny, wiien Henry
Clay was our candidate and when not only AVhig prin-

ciples were well defined and clearly asserted, but Whig
measures depended on success. The heart that was
with us then is with us now, and we have a soldier's word
of honor, and a life of public and private virtue, as the
security.

4. Hesolved, That we look on Gen. Taylor's adminis-
tration of the Government as one conducive of Peace,
Prosperity and Union Of Peace—bec«use no one bet-

ter knows, or has greater reason to deplore, what he has
seen sadly on the field of victory, the horrors of war,
and especially of a foreign and aggressive war. Of
Prosperity—now more than ever needed to relieve the
nation from a burden of debt, and restore industry

—

agricultural, manufacturing and commercial — to its

accustomed and peaceful functions and influences. Of
Union—because we have a candidate whose vei-y posi-

tion as a Southwestern man, reared on the banks of the
great stream whose tributaries, natural and artificial,

embrace the whole Union, renders the protection of the
interests of the whole country his first trust, and whose
varied duties in past life have been rendered, not on the
soil, or under the tiag of any State or section, but over
the wide fiontier, and under the broad banner of the
Nation.

5. Jiexolred, That standing, as the Whig Party does,

on the broad and firm platform of the Constitution,

braced up by all its inviolable and sacred guarantees
and compromises, and cherished in the affections

because protective of the interests of the people, we are
proud to have, as the exponent of our opinions, one who
is pledged to construe it by the wise and generous rules
which Washington applied to it, and who has said, (and
no Whig desires any other assurance) that he will make
Washinijton's Administration the model of his own.

6. Jie.solved, That as Whigs and Americans, we are
proud to acknowledge our gi-atitude for the great mili-

tarj' services which, beginning at Palo Alto, and ending
at Buena Vista, first awakened the American people to

a just estimate of him who is now our Whig Candidate.
In the discharge of a painful duty—for his march into

the enemy's country was a reluctant one; in the com-
mand of regulai's at one time, and volunteers at another,
and of both combined; in the decisive though punctual
discipline of his camp, where all respected and beloved
him ; in the negotiation of terms for a dejected and
desperate enemy; in the exigency of actual conflict,

when the balance was perilously doubtful—we have
found him the same—brave, distinguished and conside-
rate, no heartless spectator of bloodshed, no trifler with
human life or human happiness ; and we do not know
which to admire most, his heroism in withstanding the
assaults of the enemy in the most hopeless fields of
Buena Vista—mourning in generous sorrow over the
graves of Ringgold, of Clay, or of Hardin—or in giving
in the heat of battle terms of merciful capitulation to a
vanquished foe at Monterey, and not being ashamed to
avow that he did it to spare women and children, help-
less infancy, and more helpless age, against whom no
Americ;in soldier ever wars. Such a military man,
whose triumi)hs are neither remote nor doubtful, whose
virtues these trials have tested, we are proud to make
our Candidate.

7. JlexolKeil, That in support of such a nomination we
ask our Wliig fjiends throughout the nation to unite,
to co-operate zealously, resolutely, with earnestness in
behalf of our Candidate, whom calumny cannot reach,
and with respectful demeanor to our adversaries, whose
Candidates have yet to prove their claims on the grati-
tude of the nation.

This election resulted in the choice of the
Whig Caiididatcs, as follo\v.s :

Taylor and Fillmore—Vermont, 6 ; Massachusetts, 12
;

Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 6 ; New-York, 86; New-
Jersey, 7; Pennsylvania, 20; Delaware, 8; Maryland,
8; North Carolina, 11 ; tJeorgia, 10; Lousiana, 6; Ten-
nessee, 13 ; Kentucky, 12; Florida, 3—163.

Cass and Butler—Maine, 9; New-Hampshire, 6; Vir-
ginia, 17 ; South Carolina, 9 ; Alabama, 9 ; Mississippi
6 ; Ohio, 23 ; Indiana, 12 ; Illinois, 9 ; Missouri, 7 ; Ar-
kansas, 3 ; Michigan, 5 ; Texas, 4 ; Iowa, 4 : Wisconsin
4—127.

DEMOCRATIC CONVExXTION, 1848.

The Democratic National Convention for

1848, assembled in Baltimore on the flA of

May. Andrew Stevenson of Va., presided.

New-York had sent a double delegation: (" Barn-
burners" for Van Buren and Hunkers for Dick-

inson). The Convention decided to admit both
delegations, which satisfied neither, and both
declined to take part in the proceedings. Tlie

two-third rule was adopted, and Gen. Lewis Casa
was nominated for President on the 4th ballot

as follows: [ITO votes necessary to a choice.]

1st, 2d. .'id. 4ih

Cass 125 133 156 179
Woodbury of N. H... 63 56 53 88
Buchanan 65 54 40 83
Calhoun 9 — — —
Dallas 3 8 — —
Worth 6 5 5 1
Butler of Ky _ _ _ g

The first ballot for Vice-President resulted as
follows

:

William 0. Butler 114 William R. King 29
John A. Quitman 74 James J. McKay 13
John Y. Mason 24 Jefferson Davis 1

No choice. Gen. Butler -was uaanimously nomi-
nated on the third ballot.

The Convention adopted the following plat-

form :

1. Resolved, That the American Democracy place
their trust in the intelligence, the patriotism, and the
discriminating justice of the American people.

2. Resolved, That we regard this as a distinctive fea-
ture of our political creed, which we are proud to main-
tain before the world, as the great moral element in a
form of government springing from and upheld by the
popular will : and we contrast it with the creed and
practice of federalism, under whatever name or form,
which seeks to palsy the will of the constituent, and
which conceives no imposture too monstrous for the
popular credulity.

3. Resolved, Therefore, that, entertaining these views
the Democratic party of this Union, through the delegates
assembled in general convention of the States, coming
together in a spirit of concord, of devotion to the doc-
trines and faith of a free representative government and
appealing to their fellow-citizens for the rectitude of
tlieir intentions, renew and reassert before the American
people, the declaration of principles avowed by them,
on a former occasion, when in general convention, they
presented their candidates for the popular suffrage.

Then follow resolutions 1, 2, S, 4, of Platforms
of 1840 and '44. The 6th resolution is that of
1840 with an addition about providing for war
debts, and as amended, reads as follows :

Resolved, That it is the duty of every branch of the
government to enforce and practice the most rigid econ-
omy in conducting our public affairs, and that no more
revenue ought to be raised than is required to defray
the necessary expenses of the government, and for the
gradual but certain extinction of the debt created by
the prosecution of a just and necessary war, after peace-
ful relations shall have been restored.

The next (Anti-National Bank and pro-Sub-

Treasnry) was amended by the addition of the
following

:

And that the results of Democratic Legislation, in this

and all other financial measures upon which issues kave
been made between the two political parties of the coun-
try, have demonstrated to candid and practical men of
all parties, their soundness, safety and utility m all

business pursuits.

Here follow resolutions Y, 8, 9, of the plat-

form of 1840, which we omit.

Resolved, That the proceeds of the Public Lands ought
to be sacredly applied to the National objects specified
in the Constitution ; and that we are opposed to any
law for the distribution of such proceeds among the
States as alike inexpedient in policy and repuguant to
the Constitution.

Resolved, That we are decidedly opposed to taking
from the President the qualified veto power, by which he
is enabled, under restrictions and responsibilities amply
sufficient to guard the public interests, to suspend the
pauage of a bill whose merits aannot secure the ap-



NATIONAL CONVENTIONS AND PLATFORMS. 17

proval of two-thirds of the Senate and House of Repre-

sentatives until the judgment of the people can be

obtained thereon, and which has saved the American

people from the corrupt and tyrannical domination of

tlie bank of the LTnited States, and from a corrupting

system of general internal improvements.
Re.wI'Ved, that the war with Mexico, provoked on her

part, by years of insult and injury, was commenced by

her army crossing the Rio Grande, attacking the Ameri-

can troops and invading our sister State of Texas, and
that upon all the principles of patriotism and the

Laws of Nations, it is a just and necessary war on our

part in which every American citizan should have shown
himself on the side of his Country, and neither morally

flor physically, by word or by deed, have given " aid

and comfort to the enemy."
Re-Holved, That we would be rejoiced at the assurance

3f a peace with Mexico, founded on the just principles

of indemnity for the past and security for the future
;
but

Jhat while the ratidcation of the liberal treaty ofl'ered to

Mexico remains in doubt, it is the duty of the country to

sustain the administration and to sustain the country in

every measure necessary to provide for the vigorous

prosecution of the war, should that treaty be rejected.

Resolved, That the officers and soldiers who have

carried the arms of their country into Mexico, have
crowned it with imperishable glory. Their unconquer-

able courage, their daring enterprise, their uufalte.ing

perseverance and fortitude when assailed on all sides by
innumerable foes and that more formidable enemy—the
diseases of the climate—exalt their devoted patriotism

into the highest heroism, and give them a right to the

profound gratitude of their country, and the admiration

of the world.
Resolved, That the Democratic National Convention

of 30 States composing the American llepublic tender

their fraternal congratulations to the National Conven-
t on of the liepublic of France, now a^ssembled as the

free-suffrage Representatives of the Sovereignty of thirty-

live milUons of Republicans to establish government on
those eternal principles of equal rights for which their

Lafayette and our Washington fought side by side in

the struggle for our National Independence ; and we
would especially convey to them and to the whole peo-

ple of France, our earnest wishes for the consolidation

of their liberties, through the wisdom that shall guide their

councils, on the basis of a Democratic Constitution, not
derived from the grants or concessions of kings or

dynasties, but originating from the only true source of

political power recognized in the States of this Union

;

the inherent and inahenable right of the people, in their

sovereign capacity, to make and to amend their forms

of government in such manner as the welfare of the

community may require.

Resolved, That the recent development of this grand
political truth, of the sovereignty of the people and
their capacity and power for self-government, which is

prostrating thrones and erecting Republics on the ruins

of despotism in the old world, we feel that a high and
sacred duty is devolved, with increased responsibility,

upon the Democratic party of tins country, as the parly

of the people, to sustain and advance among us Consti-

tutional Liberty, Equality and Fraternity, by continuing

to resist all monopolies and exclusive legislation for the

benefit of the few at the expense of the many, and by a
vigilant and constant adherence to those principles and
compromises of the Constitution which are broad enough
and strong enough to embrace and uphold the Union as

it was, the Union as it is, and the Union as it shall be in

the full expansion of the energies and capacity of this

great and progressive people.
Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be for-

warded through the American Minister at Paris, to the
National Convention of the RepubUc of France.
Resolved, That the fruits of the great political triumph

of 1844, which elected James K. Polk and George M.
Dallas President and Vice-President of the United States,

have fulfilled the hopes of the Democracy of the Union
in defeating the declared purposes of their opponents in

creating a National Bank, in preventing the corrupt and
unconstitutional distribution of the Land Proceeds from
the common treasury of the Union for local purposes, in

protecting the Currency and Labor of the country from
ruinous fluctuations ; and guarding the money of the

country for the use of the people by the establishment

of the Constitutional treasury ; in the noble impulse
given to the cause of Free Trade by the repeal of the

tariff of '42, and the creation of the more equal, honest,

and productive tariff of 1846; and that, in our opinion,

it would be a fatal error to weaken the bands of a politi-

cal organization by which these great reforms have
been achieved, and risk them in the hands of their

known adversaries, with whatever deliisive appeals ther

may sohclt our surrender of that vigilance which i< tba
only safeguard 9t liberty.

ReHoived, That the confidence of the Democracy of

the Union, in the principles, capacity, firmness and in-

tegrity of James K. Polk, manifested tjy his nomination
and election in 1S44, has been signally justified by the

strictness of his adherence to sound Democratic doc-

trines, by the purity of purpose, the energy and ability

which have characterized his administration in all our
affairs at home and abroad ; that we tender to him our
cordial congratulations upon the brilliant success which
has hitherto crowned his patriotic efforts, and assure him
in advance, that at the expiration of his Presidential

term he will carry with him to his retirement, the esteem,
respect, and admiration <j\ . grateful country.

Resolved, That this Co.j>entiou hereby present to the
people of the United States, Lewis Cass, of Michigan, as
the candidate of the Democratic party for the office of
President, and WiUiam 0. Butler of Ky, for Vice-Presi-

dent of the U. S.

Ihe following resolution was offered by Mr.

Yancy, of Ala.

Resolved, That the doctrine of non-interference with

the rights of property of any portion of the people of this

Confederacy, be it in the States or Territories thereof,

by any other than the parties interested in them, is ttko

true Republican doctrine recognized by this body.

This resolution wag rejected: Yeas, 36 ; nays,

21(i—the yeas being: Georgia, 9 ; South Caro-

lina, 9 ; Alabauiii, 9 ; Arkansas, 3 ; Florida, 3 ;

Maryland, 1 ; Kentucky, 1.

FREE DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 1848.

The Barnburners of New York, who were
disgusted with the proceedings of the National

Convention which had nominated Cass and But-

ler for President and Vice-President, met in

Convention at Utica, on the 22d of June, 1848.

Delegates were also present from Ohio, Wiscon-
sin and Massachusetts. Col. Samuel Young pre-

sided over the deliberations of this Convention
;

and Martin Van Buren was nominated for Presi-

dent, with Henry Dodge, of Wisconsin, for

Vice-President. Gen. Dodge subsequently de-

clined.

On the 9tli of August following, a Conven-
tion was held at Butialo, which was attended by
delegates from the States of Maine, New-Hamp-
shire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Connecticut,

Rhode Island, New-York, New-Jersey, Pennsyl
vania, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Illinois,

Wisconsin, Michigan, Indiana, Iowa, and the

District of Columbia. Charles Francis Adams,
of Massachusetts, presided, and the Convention
nominated Messrs. Van Buren and Adams as

candidates for President and Vice-President,

and adopted the following Resolves, sinco

known as

THE BUFFALO PLATFORM.

Wliereaa, We have assembled la Convention, as a

union of freemen, for the sake of freedom, forgetting

all past political differences iu a common resolve to

maintain tUe rights of free labor against the aggressions

of the Slave Power, and to secure free soil to a free

people.

And Whereas, The political Conventions recently as-

sembled at Baltimore and Philadelphia, the one stifling

the voice of a great constituency, entitled to be heard iu

its deliberations, and the other abandoning its distinctive

principles for mere availability, have dissolved the Na-
tional parly organiaations heretofore existing, by nomi-
nating for tlie Chief Magistracy of the United States, un-
der tne slaveholding dictatiou, candidates, neither of

whom can be supported by the opponents of Slavery fix-

tension without a sacrifice of consistency, duty and self-

respect
;

AtuI wh^ereaa. These nominations so made, furnist the

occasion and demonstrate the necessity of tiie union of

the people under the banner of Free l)emo<irAcy, in a so^
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emn and formal declaration of their independence of,the I with foreign nations, or among the several States, ar«

Blave power, and of their ttxed determination to rescue objects oi national concern, and that it is the dutj of

the Federal Uovernmeut from its control

;

Jieeoived, therefore. That we, the people here assem-

bled, rememoering tlie example of our fathers, in the days
ef the first Declaration of Independence, putting our trust

in God for the triumph of our cause, and invoking his

guidance in our endeavors to advance it, do now plant

ourselves upon the National platform of Freedom in oppo-

eilion to the sectional platform of Slavery.

Eetolved, Tliat SUvery in the several States of this

Union which recognize its existence, depends upon State

laws alone, which cannot be repealed or modified by the

Federal Government, and for which laws that govern-

ment is not responsible. We therefore propose no inter-

ference by Congress with Slavery within the limits of any
State.

Resolved, That the Proviso of Jefferson, to prohibit the

existence of Slavery after 1800, in all the'l'erritoriesof the

United States, Southern and Northern ; the votes of six

States and sixteen delegates, in the Congress of 1784, for

the Proviso, to three States and seven delegates against

it ; the actual exclusion of Slavery from the Nortliwest-

ern Territory, by the Ordinance of 17S7, unanimously
adopted by the States in Congress; and the entire history

of that period, clearly show that it was the settled policy

of the Nation notto extend, nationalize or encourage, but

to limit, localize and discourage SUvery; and to tliis pol-

icy, which should never have been departed from, the

Government ought to return.
Resolved, That our fathers ordained the Constitution

of the United States, in order, among other great national

objects, to establish justice, promote the general welfare,

and secure the blessings 01 liberty; but expressly denied
to the Federal Govornment, wliich they created, all con-
stitutional power to deprive any person of life, liberty,

or property, without due legal process.

ReaoVted, That in the judgment of this Convention,
Congi ess has no more power to make a Slave than to make
a King; no more power to institute or establisii Slavery
tlian to institute or establisii a Monarchy : no such power
can be found among those specifically conferred by the

Constitution, or derived by just implication from thera.

Resolved, That it is tlie duty of the Federal Govern-
ment to relieve itself from all responsibility for the exist-

Luce or continuance of slavery wherever the government
possesses constitutional authority to legislate on tnat

subject, and it is thus responsible for its existence.

Resolved, Tliat the true, and in the judguient of this

Oouveutiun, the only safe means of preventing the ex-

tension of Slavery into Territory now Free, is to prohibit

its extension in all such Territory by an act of Congress.

Resolved, Tliat we accept tiie issue which the Slave
power has forced upon us ; and to their demand for more
Blave States, atid more Slave Territory, our calm but final

answer is, no more Slave States and no more Slave Ter-

ritory. Let the soil of our extensive domains be kept
free for the hardy pioneers of our own land, and the op-

pressed and banished of other lauds, seeking homes of

comfort and fields of enterprise in the new world.

Resolved, That the bill lately reported by the committee
of eight in the Senate of the United States, was no com-
promise, but an absolute surrender of the rights of the

Non-Slaveholders of all the States ; and while we rejoice

to know that a measure which, while opening the door for

the introduction of Slavery into Territories now free,

would also have opened tiie door to litigation and strife

among the future inhabitants tliereof, to the ruin of theii-

peace and prosperity, was defeated in the House of Repre-
sentatives, its passage, in hoir haste, by a majority, embrac-
ing several senators who voted in open violation of the

known will of their constituents, should warn the people
to see to it, that their representatives be not suffered to

betray them. There must be no more Compromises with
Slavery ; if made they must be repealed.

Resolved, That we demand freedom and established

institutions for our brethren iu Oregon, now exposed to

hardships, peril and massacre by the reckless hostility of

the Slave Power to the establishment of Free Government
for Free Territories ; and not only for them, but for our
new brethren in California and New-Mexico.
Resolved, It is due not only to tliis occasion, but to the

whole people of the United States, that we should also

declare ourselves on certain other questions of National
Policy : therefore,

Rmolved, That we demand Cheap Postage for the Peo-
ple; a retrenchment of tlie expenses and patronage of

ilie Federal Government ; the abolition of all unneces-
sary oOices and salaries ; and the election by the people
of all civil officers in the service of ie governmeut, so

Ur Hs tlie same may be practicable.
Resolved, ThatKiver and Harbor improvements, when

oemanded by the safety and conreuieace of commerce

Congress, in the exercise of lis constitutional powers, le

provide iherefur.

Resolved, That the free grant to actual settlers, in con
sideration of the expenses they incur in making settle-

ments in tlie wilderness, which are usually fully equal to

their actual cost, and of the public benefits resulting

therefrom, of reasonable poitions of the public lands,

under suitable limitations, is a wise and just measure of

public policy, which will promote in various ways the in-

terests of all the states of this Union ; and we therefure
recommend it to the favorable consideration of the Ameri-
can people.
Resolved, That the obligations of honor and patriot-

ism require the earliest practicable payment of the na-
tional debt, and we are therefore iu favor of such a tariff

of duties as will raise revenue adequate to defray the ne-

cessary expenses of the Federal Government, and to pay
annual instalments of our debt, and the interest thereon
Resolved, That we inscribe on our own banner, " Free

Soil, Free Speech, Free Labor, and Free Men," and under
it we will fight on, and fi^lit ever, until a triumphant vic-

tory sliall reward our exertions.

WHIG NATIONAL CONVENTION, 1852.

This body assembled at Baltimore on the 16th

of June, and chose Gen. John G. Chapman, of

Md., as presiding officer, and, after an exciting

session of .six days, nominated Gen. Winfield

Scott as President, on the 5-3d ballot, as follows

:

M
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lo their reserved rights, and the General Government

Mina iieJ on its coniiitutional powers, aud tliat tlie

Union should be revered and watched over as tlie palla-

dium of our liberties.

Tnird That while struggling freedom everywhere

pnlist.-i the waruiest sympathy of the Whig party, we still

adhere lo the dootrnies of tlie Father of his Country, as

announced in his Farewell Address, of keeping ourselves

free from all entangling alliances with foreign countries,

and of never quitiing our own to stand upon fore gn

g ound : that our mission as a republic is not to p opa-

paie our opinions, or impose on crther countries our

forms of government, by artifice or force; but to teach

by example, and show by our success, moderation and

justice, the blessings of self-government, and the advan-

tage of free institutions.
. i .v

Futirth. That, as the people make and control the

Government, they should obey its constitution, laws and

treaties as they would retain their self-respect, and the

respect which they claim and wiU enforce from foreign

powers. • • 1

Fiftk. Government should be conducted on principles

of the strictest economy ; and revenue sutHcient fortlie

expenses thereof, in time, ought to be derived mainly

from a duty on imports, and not from direct taxes ;
a,nd

on laying such duties sound policy requires a just dis-

crimination, and, when practicable, by specific duties,

whereby suitable encouragement may be afforded to

American industry, equally to all classes and to all por-

tions of the country ; an economical admmistration of

the Government, in time of peace, ought to be derived

from duties on Imports, and not from direct taxation
;

and in laying such duties, sound policy requires a just

discrimination, whereby suitable encouragement may be

afforded to American industry, equally to all classes, and

to all parts of the country.

Sixth. The Constitution vests in Congress the power

to open and repair harbors, and remove obstructions

from navigable rivers, whenever such improvements are

necessary for the common defense, and for the protec-

tion and facility of commerce with foreign nations, or

among the States—said improvements being in every

instance national and general in their character.

Seventh. The Federal and State Governments are parts

of one system, alike necessary for the common prosper-

ity, peace and security, and ought to be regarded alike

with a cordial, habitual and Immovable attachment.

Respect for the authority of each, and acquiescence in

the just constitutional measures of. each, are duties

required by the plainest considerations of National,

Slate and individual welfare.

Eighth. That the series of acts of the 32d Congress, the

Act known as the Fugitive Slave law Included, are

received and acquiesced in by the Whig party of the

United States as a settlement in principle and substance

of the dangerous and exciting questions whifch they

embrace ; and, so far as they are concerned, we will

maintain them, and insist upon their strict enforcement,

until time and experience shall demonstrate the neces-

sity of further legislation to guard against the evasion of

the laws on the one hand and the abuse of their powers

on the other^not impairing their present efficiency; and

we deprecate all further agitation of the question thus

settled, as dangerous to our peace, and will discounte-

nance all efforts to continue or renew such agitation,

whenever, wherever, or however the attempt may be

made; and we will maintain this system as essential to

the nationality of the Whig party, and the integrity of

the Union.

The above propositions were unanimously

adopted with the exception of the last, which

was carried by a vote of 212 to 70: the dele-

gates who voted against it being supporters of

Scott as against Fillmore and Webster in the

ballotings above given.

The vote by States, on this (Compromise)

resolution, was as follows :

Ybas—Maine, 4; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, S!

Massachusetts, 3; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 4;

New-York, U; New-Jersey, 7 ; Pennsylvania, '21; Dela"

ware, 3; Maryland, 8; Virginia, 14; North Carolina,

10 ; South Carolina, 8 ; Georgia, 10 ; Alabama, 9 ; Mis-

sissippi, T ; Louisiana, 6 ; Ooio, 8 ; Kentucky, 12 ; Ten-

nessee, 12; Indiana, 7; Illinois, 6; Missouri, 9; Arkan-

sas, 4 ; Florida, 3 ; Iowa. 4 ; Wisconsin, 4 ; Texas, 4
;

—21-2.

Nats—Maine, 4; Connecticut, 1; New-York, 22;

Pennsylvania, 6 f Ohio, 15 ; Wisconsin, 1 ; Indiana, 6 ;

llUaoifl, 5 ; Michigan, 6 ; California, 4—70.

GEN. SCOTt's ACCKPTANCE.

Gen. Scott accepted the nomination and Flat

form in the following letter.

Wasuinoton. June IWb, 1652.

Sir: I have had the honor to receive from yourhan-ls

the official notice of ray unanimous nomination as the

Whig candidate for the office of President of the United

States, together with a copy of the resolutions passed by

the Convention, expressing their opinions upon some of

the most prominent questions of national policy.

This great distinction, conferred by a numerous, intelli-

gent and patriotic body, representing millions of my
countrymen, sinks deep into my heart ; and remembering

the very eminent names which were before the Convt-n-

tion in amicable competition with my own, I am made to

feel, oppressively, the weight of responsibility belonging

to my new position. Not having written a word to pro-

cure this distinction, 1 lost not a moment after it hud

been conferred in addressing a letter to one of your mem-

bers, to signify what would be, at the proper time, the

substance of my reply to the Convention : and I now have

the honor to repeat in a more formal manner, as the occa-

sion justly demands, that I accept the nomination with ihe

resolutions annexed. The political principles and meas-

ures laid down in those resolutions are so broad that bat

little is left for me to add. I therefore barely suggest in

this place, that should I, by the partiality of my country-

men, be elevated to the Chief Magistracy of the Union, I

shall be ready, in my connection with Congress, to re-

commend or approve of measures in regard to the man-

agement of the public domain, so as to secure an early

settlement of the same, favorable to actual settlers, but

consistent, nevertheless, with a due regard to the equiil

rights of the whole American people in that vast national

inheritance; and also to recommend or approve of a sin-

gle alteration in our naturalization laws, suggested by iiiy

military experience, viB : Giving to all foreigners t:ie

right of citizenship, who shall faithfully serve, in time u'

war, one year on board of our public ships, or in our

land forces, regular or volunteer, on their receiving an

honorable discharge from the service. In regard to the

general policy of the administration, if elected, I should,

of course, look among those who may approve that poli-

cy for the agents to carry it into execution ; and I ^ould

seek to cultivate harmony and fraternal -sentjjnents

throughout the Whig party, without attempting to re-

duce its members, by proscription, to exact uniformity to

my own views.

But I should at the same time be rigorous in regard to

qualifications for office, retaining and appointing no one

either deficient in capacity or integrity, or in devotion to

liberty, to the Constitution and the Union. Convinced

that harmony or good will between the different quarters

of our broad country is essential to the present and the

future interests of tf.e Republic, and with a devotion to

those interests that can know no South and no North, I

should neither countenance nor tolerate any sedition, dis-

order, faction or resistance to the law or the Union on

any pretext, in any part of the land, and I should eariy

into llie civil administration this one principle of military

conduct—obedience to the legislative and judicial de-

partments of government, each in its constitutional

sphere, saving only in respect to the Legislature, the pos-

sible resort to the veto power, always to be most cau-

tiously exercised, and under the strictest restraints and

Fiually, for my strict adherence to the principles of the

Wiiig party, as expressed in the resolutions of the Con-

vention, aiid herein suggested, with a sincere and earnest

purpose to advance ti.e greatness and happiness of the

Republic, and thus to cherish and encourage the cause of

constitutional llberiy throughout the world, avoiding

every act and thought that might involve our country :n

an unjust or unnecessary war, or impair the faith of

treaties, and discounteaancing all piilitical agitations in-

jurious to the interests of society and dangerous to the

Union, I can offer no other pledge or gunrantee than tlie

known incidents of a long public life, now undergoing the

severest examination Feeling myself highly fortunate

in my associate on the ticket, and with a lively sense of

ray obligations to the Convention, and to your personal

courtesies, I have the honor to remain, sir. with great

esteem, your most obedient servant,
'

•* WINFIELD SCOTT.

To Hon. J. G. Cha?man, Presidunt of th« WJUg Ha
Uonal Oorwentioti.



20 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOS 1860.

DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION—1852.

This Convention assembled at Baltimore on

the 1st of June, John "W. Davis, of Indiana,

presided, and the two-thirds rule was adopted.

Gen. Franklin Pierce, of New Hampshire, was

nominated for President on the 49th ballot, as

follows

:
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FREE DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION—1852.

The Free-Soil Democracy held a National

Coiiventioti at Pittsburj^h, on the 11th August,

1852, Henry Wilson, of Mass., presiding. All

the Free States were represented, together with

Delaware, Virginia, Kentucky and Maryland.

John P Hale, of N. H., was nouiinated for Presi-

dent, with Geo. W. Julian, of Indiana, for Vice-

President. The Convention adopted the fol-

lowing:

PLATFOKU :

Having assembled in National Convention as the De-
mocracy of the United States, united by a common
resolve to maintain right against wrong, and Freedom
against Slavery : confiding in the intelligence, patriot-

ism, and discriminating justice of the American people,
putting our trust in God for the triumph of our cause,
and iuvoliing his guidance iu our endeavors to advance
it, we now submit to the candid judgment of all men
the following declaration of principles and measures :

1. That governments, deriving their just powers from
the consent of the governed, are instituted among men
to secure to all those inalienable lights of life, liberty,

and the pursuit of happiness Willi which they are
endowed by their Creator, and of which none can be
deprived by valid legislation, except for crime.

2. That the true mission of American Democracy is to

maintain the Liberties of tlie People, the Sovereignty of

the States, and the peipetuity of tlie Union, by the im-
partial application to public aflairs, witliout sectional
discriminations of the fundamental principles of hu-
man rights, strict justice and an economical administra-
tion.

3. That the Federal Government is one of limited
powers, derived solely from the Constitution, and the
giants of power therein ought to be strictly construed by
all the departments and agents •f the Government, and
it is inexpedient and dangeious to exercise doubtful con-
stitutional powers.

4. That the Constitution of the United States, ordained
to form a more perfect Union, to establish Justice and
secure the blessings of Liberty, expressly denies to the
General Government all power to deprive any person of
life, liberty or property without due process of law ; and,
therefore, the Government having no more power to
make a slave than to malie a king, and no more power
to establish Slavery than to establish a Monarchy,
should at once proceed to relieve itself from all respon-
sibility for the existence of Slavery, wherever it possesses
constitutional power to legislate for its extinction.

5. That, to the persevering and importunate demands
of the Slave power for more Sla\ e States, new Slave
Territories and the nationalization of Slavery, our dis-

tinct and final answer is—no more Slave Slates, no
Slave Territory, no nationalized Slavery, and no national
Legislation for the extradition of .^^laves

6. That Slavery is a sin against God, and a crime
against man, which no human enactment nor usage can
make right ; and that Christianity, humanity, and patriot-
ism alike demand its abolition.

7. That the Fugitive Slave Act of 1S50, is repugnant
to the Constitution, to the principles of the common law,
to the spirit of Christianity, and to the sentiments of
the civilized world. We therefore deny its binding force
upon the American people, and demand its immeaiate
and total repeal.

8. That the doctrine that any human law is a finality,

and not subject to moditication or repeal, is not in

accordance with the creed of the founders of our Govern-
ment, and is dangerous to the liberties of the people.

9. That the .\cts of Congress, known as the Compro-
mise Measures of 1S50, by making the admission of a
sovereign State contingent upon the adoption of other
measures demanded by the special interest of Slavery

;

by their omission to gua an'ee freedom in the free Terri-
tories ; by their attempt to impose unconstitutional
1 mitations on the power of Cong ess and the people—to
admit new Stales ; by their provisions for the assump-
tion of live millions of the State debt of Texas, and for
the payment of five miUions more, and the cession of a
large teriiiory to the same State under menace, as an
i.iducement to the reliiuiuishinent of a g oundless claim,
and by their invasion of the sovereignty of the States
and the liberties of the people through the enactment
of an unjust, oppessive, and unconstitutional Fugitive-
Slave Law, are proved to he incons.stent with all the
principles and maxims of Democracy, and wholly inade-
quate to the settlement of the questions of which they
are claimed to be an adjustment.

10. That no permanent settlement of the Slavery
question can be looked for except in the practical re-
cognition of the truth that Slavery is sectional and Free-
dom national ; by the total separation of tlie General
Government from Slavery, and the exercise of its legiti-

mate and constitutional influence on the side of Free-
dom ; and by leaving to the States the whole subject of
Slavery and the extradition of fugitives from service.

11. That all men have a natural right to a portion of the
soil ; and that as the use of the soil is indispensable to
life, the right of all men to the soil is as sacred aa their
right to life itself.

12. That the Public Lands of the United States belong
to the People, and should not be sold to individuals nor
granted to corporations, but should be held aa a sacred
trust for the benefit of the people, and should be granted
in limited quantities, free of cost, to landless settlers.

l-S. That a due regard for the Federal Constitution,
a sound administrative policy, demand that the funds
of the General Government be kept separate from Bank-
ing institutions ; that inland and ocean postage .should be
reduced to the lowest possible point; that no more revenue
should be raised than is required to defray the strictly

necessary expenses of the public service, and to pay off

the public Debt ; and that the power and patronage of the
Government should be diminished, by the abolition of all

unnecessary offices, salaries, and privileges, and by the
election, by the people, of all civil officers in the service
of the United States, so far as may be consistent with
tlie prompt and efficient transaction of the public busi-
ness.

14. That River and Harbor Improvements, when neces-
sary to the safety and convenience of commerce with
foreign nations, or among the several States, are objects
of national concern ; and it is the duty of Congress, in

the exercise of its constitutional powers, to provide for

the same.
15. That emigrants and exiles from the old world

should find a cordial welcome to homes of comfort and
fields of enterprise in the new; and every attempt tc

abridge their privilege of becoming citizens and owners
of the soil among us, ought to be resisted with inflexible
determination.

1(5. That every nation has a clear right to alter or
change its own government, and to administer its own
concerns in such manner as may best secure the rights
and promote the happiness of the people; and foreign
interference with that right is a dangerous violation of
the law of nations, against which all independent govern-
ments should protest, and endeavor by all proper means
to prevent ; and especially is it the duty of the Ameri-
can Government, representing the Chief Kepublic of
the world, to protest against, and by all proper means
to prevent the intervention of kings and emperors against
Nations seeking to establish for themselves Republicaii
or constitutional governments.

17. That the Independence of Hayti ought to be
recognized by our Government, and our commercial
relations with it placed on the footing of the most
favored nations.

18. That as by the Constitution, " the citizens of each
State shall be entitled to all the privileges and immuni-
ties of citizens in tlie several States," the practice of
imprisoning colored seamen of other States, while the
vessels to which they belong lie in port, and refusing
the exercise of the right to bring such cases before the
Supreme Court of the United States, to test the legality
of such proceedings, is a flagrant violation of the Con-
stitution, and an invasion of the rights of the citizens

of other States utterly inconsistent w.tli tiie iirofessions
made by the slaveholders, that iliey wi<li the provisions
of the Constitution faithfully observed by every State
in the Union.

19. That we recommend the introduction into all trea-

ties hereafter to be negotiated betHeen the United States
and foreign nations, of some provision for the amicable
settlement of difficulties by a resort to decisive arbi-

trations.

20. That the Free Democratic Party is not organized
to aid either the Whig or Democratic wing of the great
Slave Compromise party of the nation, but to defeat them
both ; and that repudiating and renouncing both, as
hopelessly corrupt, and utterly unworthy of confidence,
the purpose of the Free Democracy is to tai^e possession
of the Federal Government, and administer it for the
better protection of the riglits and interests of the whole
people.

21. That we inscribe on our banner. Free Soil, Free
Speech, Free Labor and Free Men, and under it will

fight on and fight ever until a triumphant victory shall

reward our exertions.

22. Tha>. upon this Platform the Convention presents
to the Ac: y-icau people as a candidate for the office of
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President of the United States, John P. Hale, of New-
Hampsliire, and as a candidate for the office of Vice-

President of the United States, George AV. Jdlian, of

Indiana, and earnestly commend them to the support

of all Freemen and all parties.

The result of this contest was an overwhelm-

ing triumph of the regular Democracy : Fierce

and King carrying every State except Massachu-

setts, Vermont, Kentucky, and Tennessee, which

cast their votes for Gen. Scott. The Free Demo-
cratic vote in several States would have given

ihose States to Scott, had it been cast for him.

REPUBLICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION—
1856.

This Convention met at Philadelphia on the

17th of June, and chose Col. Henry S. Lane, of

Indiana, as presiding officer. An informal bal-

lot for President resulted as follows

:

States. -Z

Maine, 13
New-Hampshire.. 15

Vermont 15
Massachusetts 89
Riiode Island.. . 12
Connecticut 13
New-York 93
New-Jersey 1
Pennsylvania 10
Delaware —
Maryland 4
Ohio 30

States. fc.

Indiana 18
Illinois 14
Michigan 18
AVisconsin 15
Iowa 12
Minnesota —
Kansas 9
Nebraska —
Kentucky 5
California 12

859 196

New-York also gave two votes for Sumner
and one for Seward.

Col. John C. Fremont was thereupon unani-

mously nominated.
William L. Dayton was nominated for Vice-

President, receiving, on the informal ballot,

259 votes to 43 for David VVilmot; 110 for

Abraham Lincoln ; 7 for Thomas Ford ; 35 for

Charles Sumner; 4 for Cassius M. Clay; 15 for

Jacob Collamer ; 2 for J. R. Giddings ; 2 for

W. F. Johnston ; 46 for N. P. Banks ; 1 for A.

C. M. Pennington ; 5 for Henry Wilson ; 9 ibr

John A. King ; 3 for Henry C. Carey ; and 8 fur

Gen. S. C. Pomeroy of Kansas. A formal bal-

lot was then taken, when Mr. Dayton was nomi-

nated unanimously.

The Convention adopted the following

PLATFORM :

This Convention of Delegates, assembled in pursuance
of a call addressed to the people of the United States,

without regard to past political diUerences or divisions,

who are opposed to the repeal of the Missouri Compro-
mise, to the policy of the present Administration, to the

extension of Slavery iuto Free Territory ; in favor of

admitting Kansas as a Free State, of restoring the action

of the Federal (.ioverniuent to the principles of Wasiiing-

ton and Jefferson, and who purpose lo unite in present-

ing candidates for the offices of President and Vice-

President, do resolve as follows:

Besolved, That the maintenance of the principles pro-

mulgated in the Declaration of Independence and
embodied in the Federal Constilntion is essential to the

preservation of our Republican Institutions, and that

the Federal Conslitut on, the rights of the Stales, and
the Union of the States, shall be preserved.

lietfolvud. That with our republican fathers we hold it

to be a self-evident truth, that all men are endowed with
the inalienable rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of

happines.f, and that the primary object and ulterior de-

signs of our Federal <iovernment were, to secure these
-iglus to all persons within its exclusive jurisdiction

;

that, as our republican fathers, when they had abolished
Slavery iu all our national teriitory, ordained that nc

person should be deprived of life, liberty or propirty

without due process of law, it becomes our duty to main-

tain this provision of the Constitution against all attempts

to violate it for the purpose of establishing Slavery in

any territory of the United States, by positive legislation,

prohibiting its existence or extension therein. That w«
deny the authority of Congress, of a territorial legisla-

ture, of any individual or association of individuals, to

give'legal existence to Slavery in any territory of the
United States, while the present Constitution shall be
maintained.
Eesolved, That the Constitution confers upon Congress

sovereign power over the territories of the United States

for their government, and that in the exeicise of this

power it is both the right and the duty of Congress to

prohibit in the territories those twin relics of barbarism

—Polygamy and Slavery.

lievolvecl, That while the Constitution of the United
States was ordained and established by the people in

order to form a more perfect Union, establish justice,

insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de-

fense, and secure the blessings of liberty, and contains

ample provisions for the protection of the life, liberty

and property of every citizen, the dearest constitutional

rights of the people of Kansas have been fraudulently

and violently taken from them— their territory has been
invaded by an armed force—spurious and pretended
legislative, judicial and executive officers have been set

over them, by whose usurped authority, sustained by the

military power of the Government, tyrannical and un-
constitutional laws have been enacted and enforced

—

the rights of the people to keep and bear arms have
been infringed—test oaths of an extraordinary and en-

tangling nature have been imposed, as a condition of

exercising the right of suffrage and holding office—the

right of an accused person to a speedy and public trial

by an impartial jury has been denied—the right of the

people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers and
effects against unreasonable searches and seizures has
been violated—they have been deprived of life, liberty

and property without due process of law—that the free-

dom of speech and of the press has been abridged—the

right to choose their representatives has been made of

no effect—murders, robberies and arsons have been insti-

gated and encouraged, and the offenders liave been
allowed to go unpunished—that all these things have
been done with the knowledge, sanction and procure-

ment of the present Administration, and that for this

high crime against the Constitution, the Union and Hu-
manity, we arraign the Administration, the President, his

advisers, agents, supporters, apologists and accessories,

either before or after the facts, before the country and
before the world, and that it is our fixed purpose to

bring the actual perpetrators of these atrocious outrages,

and their accomphces, to a sure and condign punishmen'i
hereafter.

Resolved, That Kansas should be immediately admit-

ted as a State of the Union, with her present free Consti-

tution, as at once the most effectual way of securing to

her citizens the enjoyment of the rights and privileges to

which they are entitled ; and of ending the civil strife

now raging in her territory.

Resolved, That the highwayman's plea, that " might
makes right," embodied in the Ostend Circular, was in

every respect unworthy of American diplomacy, and
would bring shame and dishonor upon any government
or people that gave it their sanction.

Resolned, That a railroad to the Pacific Ocean, by tha

most central and practicable route, is imperatively de-

manded by the interests of the whole country, and that

the Federal Government ought to render immediate ard
efficient aid in its construction ; and, as an auxiliary

thereto, the immediate construction of an emigrant route

on the line of the railroad.

Remlved, That appropriations by Congress for the

improvement of rivers and harbors, of a national charac-

ter, required for the accommodation and security of our
existing commerce, are authorized by the Constitution,

and justified by the obligation of government to protect

the lives and property of its citizens.

This conte.-*t resulted in the election of the

Democratic nominees, riiiehanan and Breckiii-

ridge, who received the electoral votes of

New-Jersey, 7; Pennsylvania, 2T; Delaware, 8; Vir-

ginia, 16; North Carolina, 10; South Carolina, 8;
Georgia, 10; Alabama, 9; Mississippi, 7; Louisiana, 6;

Tennessee, 12; Kentuckv, 12; Indiana, 13; Illinois, U;
Missouri, 9; Arkansas, 4; Florida, 3; Texas, 4; CaUfor-

nia, 4.—174.

For Fremont and Dayton: Maine, 8; New-Hampshire,

5; Vermont, 6; Massachusetts. 18; Rhode Island, 4;
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Connecticut, 6 ; New-York, 85; Ohio, 23; Michigan, 6;
Iowa, 4; AVisconsin, 5-114.
JFUlmore and Donelson, Maryland, 8.

AMERICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION—
1856.

The American National Council met in Phila-

delphia February 19, 1856. All the States ex-

cept four or five were represented. E. B.

Bartlett, of Ky., President of the National Coun-

cil presided, and, after a rather stormy session

of three days, devoted mainly to the discussion

of a Party Platform, the following, on the 21st,

was adopted

:

AMKRICAN PLATFORNf.

1. An humble acknowledgment to the Supreme Being,

for his protecting care vouchsafed to our fathers in their

successful Kevolutionary struggle, and hitherto mani-
fested to us, their descendants, in the preservation of

the liberties, the independence, and the union of these

States.

2. The perpetuation of the Federal Union and Consti-

tution, as the palladium of our civil and religious liber-

ties, and the only sure bulwarks of American Indepen-
dence.

3. Americans must rule America ; and to this end
naUve-\sa):-a. citizens should be selected for all State,

Federal and municipal offices of government employ-
ment, in preference to all others. Mevertheless,

4. Persons born of American parents residing tempo-
rarily abroad, should be entitled to all the rights of
native-born citizens.

5. No person should be selected for political station

(wiiether of native or foreign birth), who recognizes any
allegiance or obligation of any description to any foreign

prince, potentate or power, or who refuses to recognize
tne Federal and State Constitutions (each within its

sphere) as paramount to all other laws, as rules of polit-

ical action.

6. The unqualified recognition and maintenance of the
reserved rights of the several States, and the cultivation
of harmony and fraternal good will between the citizens

of t-he several States, and to this end, non-interference
by Congress with questions appertaining solely to the
individual States, and non-intervention by each State
with the affairs of any other State.

7. The recognition of the right of native-born and
naturalized citizens of the United States, permanently
residing in any territory thereof, to frame their constitu-

tion and laws, and to regulate their domestic and social

affairs in their own mode, subject only to the provisions
of the Federal Constitution, with the privilege of admis-
sion into the Union whenever they have the requisite

population for one Representative in Congress : Pro-
dded, ahcays, that none but those who are ciiizens of
the United States, Uuaer the Constitution and laws
thereof, and who have a fixed residence in any such
Territory, ought to participate in the formation of the
Constitution, or in the enactment of laws for said Terri-
tory or State.

8. An enforcement of the piinciples that no State or
Territory ought to admit others than citizens to the right
of suffrage, or of holding political offices of the United
States.

9. A change in the laws of naturalization, making a
continued residence of twenty-one years, of all not here-
tofore provided for, an indispensable requisite for citizen-

ship hereafter, and excluding all paupers, and persons
convicted of crime, from landing upon our shores ; but
no interference with the vested riglits of foreigners.

10. Opposition to any union between Church and
.State; no interference with religious faith or worship,
and no test oaths for office.

11. Fiee and thorough investigation into any and all

alleged abuses of public functionaries, and a strict econ-
omy in public expenditures.

12. The maintenance and enforcement of all laws con-
Btitutionally enacted until said laws shall be repealed,
or shall be declared null and void by competent judicial
authority.

13. Opposition to the reckless and nnwi'^e policy of the
present Administration in thr general management of
our national affairs, and more especially as shown in re-
moving " Americans " (by designation) and Conserva-
tit^cs in principle, from oflice, and placing foreigners and
l?'trai»t.s in their places ; as shown in a truckling subser-

viency to the stronger, and an insolent and cowardly
bravado toward the weaker powers; as .shown In re-

opening sectional agitation, by the repeal of the Missouri
Compromise ; as shown in granting to unnaturalized for-

eigners the right of suffrage in Kansas and Nebraska; as
shown in its vacillating course on the Kansas and Ne-
braska question ; as shown in the corruptions which per-

vade some of the Departments of the Government; a?

shown in disgracing meritorious naval officers through
prejudice or caprice : and as shown in the blundering
mismanagement of our foreign relations.

14. Therefore, to remedy existing evils, and prevent
the disaslrou.'S consequences otherwise resulting there-
from, we would build up the " American Party " upon
the principles herein before stated.

15. That each State C"uncil shall have authority to
amend their several constitutions, so as to abolish tho
several degrees and substitute a pledge of honor, instead
of other obligations, for fellowship and admission into

the party.

16. A free and open discussion of all political princ;

pies embraced in our Platform.

On the following day (Feb. 22,) the American
National Nominating Convention, composed
mostly of the same gentlemen who had deliber-

ated as the National Council, organized at Phila-

delphia, with 227 delegates in attendance,

Maine, Vermont, Georgia, and South Carolina,

being the only States not represented. Ephraim
Marsh, of New-Jersey, was chosen to preside,

and the Convention remained in session till the

25th, and, after disposing of several cases of

contested seats, discussed at considerable length,

and with great warmth, the question of the

power of the National Council to establish a

Platform for the Convention, which should be
of binding force upon that body. Finally, Mr.
Killinger, of Pennsylvania, proposed the fol-

lowing :

Resolved, That the National Council has no authority
to prescribe a Platform of principles for tliis Nominating
Convention, and that we will nominate for President and
Vice-President no man who is not in favor of interdict-

ing the introduction of Slavery into Territory north 86'
30' by congressional action.

A motion to lay this resolution on the table

was adopted, 141 to 59. A motion was then
made to proceed to the nomination of a candi-

date for President, which was carried, 151 to

51, the Anti-Slavery delegates, or North Ameri-
cans, as they were called, voting in the nega-
tive, and desiring to postpone the nomination.
But being beaten at all points, they (to the num-
ber of about 50) either withdrew or refused to

take any further part in the proceedings of the
Convention, and many of them subsequently
supported Col. Fremont for President.

An informal ballot was then taken for Presi

dent, which resulted as follows :

M. Fillmore, of N.T 71
George Law, N. Y 27
Garrett Davis, Ky l.S

John McLean, Ohio 7
K. F. Stockton, N. J 8
Sam. Houston, Texas,. . 6

A formal ballot was then taken, when Mr
Fillmore was nominated as follows :

Fillmore, 179 ; Law, 24 ; Raynor, 14 ; McLean, 18,

Davis, 10 ; Houston, 3.

Necessary to a choice, 122.

Millard Fillmore was then declared to be the

nominee.

A ballot was then taken for Vice-President,

and Andrew Jackson Donelson, of Tennessee,
was nominated as follows:

A. J. Donelson, Ten., ISl; Percy Walker, Ala., 8
Henry J. Gardner, Mass., 8; Kenneth Raynor, N. C., 8

Mr. Donelson was then declared to be unani.

John Bell, Tennessee... 5
Kenneth Uaynor, N. C.. 2
Erastus Brooks, N. Y 3
Lewis D. Campbell, Ohio. 1

John M. Clayton, Del...

.

J
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raonsly nominated, and the Convention ad-

journed.

DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL CONVENTION—
1856.

This Convention met at Cincinnati on the 2d

of June, and chose John E. Ward, of Georgia,

to preside, and nominated James Buchanan on
the 17th ballot, as follows :

Ballots.
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Cnion, sl.amiing on this national platform, will abide by
and adhere to a faithful execution of the acts known an

the Compromise Measures, settle<l by the Congress of

1850 : " the act for reclaiming fugitives from service or

labor" included; which act, being designed to carry out

an express provision of the Constitution, cannot, with

fidelity thereto, be repealed, or so changed as to destroy

or impair its efficiency.

8. Tliat the Democratic Party will resist all attempts
at renewing, in Congress or out of it, tlie agitation of tlie

Slavery question, under whatever shape or color the at-

tempt may be made.
4. That the Democratic Party will faithfully abide by

and uphold the principles laid down in the Kentucky
and Virginia resolutions of 1797 and 1798, and in the
report of Mr. Madison to the Virginia Legislature in 1799

—that it adopts these principles as constituting one of
the main foundations of its political creed, and is re-

solved to carry them out in their obvious meaning and
import.
And that we may more distinctly meet the issue on

which a sectional party, subsisting exclusively on
Slavery agitation, now relies to test the fidelity of the

people, North and South, to the Constitution and the

Union

—

1. Jiesolved, That claiming fellowship with and desir-

ing the cooperation of all who regard the preservation
of the Union under the Constitution as the paramount
issue, and repudiating all sectional parties and platforms
concerning domestic Slavery, which seek to embroil the
States and incite to treason and armed resistance to law
in the Territories, and whose avowed purpose, if con-
summated, must end in civil war and disunion, the
American Democracy recognize and adopt the principles

contained in the organic laws establishing the Territories

of Nebraska and Kansas, as embodying the only sound
and safe solution of the Slavery question, upon which
the great national idea of the people of this whole coun-
try can repose in its determined conservation of the
Union, and non-interference of Congi-ess with Slavery in

the Territories or in tlie District of Columbia.
2. That this was the basis of the compromises of 1S.50,

confirmed by botli tlie Democratic and Whig parlies in

National Conventions, ratified by the people in the elec-

tion of 1852, and ri^litly applied to the organization of

the Territories in lySl.

3. That by the uniform application of the Democratic
principle to the organization of Territories, and the ad-
mission of new States with or without domestic Slavery,
as they may elect, the equal rights of all the States will

be preserved intact, the original compacts of the Consti-

tution maintained inviolate, and tlie perpetuity and ex-
pansion of the Union insu: ed to its utmost capacity of
embracing, in peace and harmony, every future Amex'i-

can State that m;i,y be constituted or annexed with a
republican form of gjvernment.

BefolBed, That we recognize the right of the people of
all the Territories including Kansas and Nebraska, act-

ing through the legally and fairly expressed will of the
majority of the actual residents, and whenever the num-
ber of their inhaliitants justifies it, to form a Constitu-
tion, with or without domestic Slavery, and be admitted
into the Union upon terms of perfect equality with the
other States.

Beitolved, finally. That in view of the condition of
popular institutions in the Old World (and the danger-
ous tendencies of sectional agitation, combined with the
attempt to eufoice civil and religious d.sabilities against
the rights of acquiring and enjoying citizenship in our
own land), a high and sacred duty is involved with in-

creased responsibility upon the Democratic Party of this

country, as the party of the Union, to uphold and main-
tain the rights of every State and thereby the Union of
the States—and to sustain and advance among us con-
stitutional liberty, by continuing to resist all monopolies
and exclusive legislation for the benefit of the few at the
expense of the many, and by a vigilant and constant
adherence to those principles and compromises of the
Constitution — whicli are ^road enough and strong
enough t-- embrace and uphold the Union as it was, the
Union as it is, and the Union as u shall be—in the full

expression of the energies and capacity of this great and
progressive people.

1. Resolved, That there are questions connected with
the foreign policy of this country which are inferior to
no domestic question whatever. The time has come for
the people of the United States to declare themselves in
favor of free seas, and progressive free trade throughout
the world, and, by solemi. manifestations, to place their
moral inlluence at the side of their successful example.

2. liefiolved. That our geographical and political posi-
tion with reference to the other states ol this continent,
uo less than the interest of our commerce and the devel-

opment of our growing power, requires that we should
bold sacred the principles involved in the .Monkoe doc-
trine. Their bearing tnd import admit of no miscon-
struction, and should be applied with unbending rigid-
ity.

8. Jiesolved, That the great highway, which nature as
well as the assent of States most immediately interested
in its maintenance has marked out for free communica-
tion between the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans, con-
stitutes one of the most important achievements realized
by the spirit of modern times, in the unconquerable
energy of our people; and that result would be secured
by a timely and efficient exertion of the control which
we have the right to claim over it; and no power on
earth should be suffered to impede or clog its progress
by any interference with relations that it may suit our
policy to establish between our Government and the
government of the Stales within whose dominions it lies;
we can under no circumstance surrender our prepon-
derance in the adjustment of all questions arising out
of it.

4. Jiesolved, That, in view of so commanding an inter-
est, the people of the United States cannot but sym-
pathize with the efforts which are being niade by the
people of Central America to regenerate that portion of
the continent which covers the passage across the inter-
oceanic isthmus.

5. Jiesolved, That the Democratic Party will expect of
the next Administration that every proper effort be made
to insure our ascendency in the Gulf of Mexico, and to
maintain permanent protection to the great outlets
through which are emptied into its waters the products
raised out of the soil and the commodities created by
the industry of the people of our western valleys and of
the Union at large.

Jiesolved, That the Administration of Franklin
PiKRCB has been true to Democratic principles, and
therefore true to the great interests of the country

;

in the face of violent opposition, he has maintained the
laws at home, and vindictited the rights of American
Citizens abroad ; and iheiefoie we proclaim our unquali-
fied admiration of his measures and policy.

WHIG CONVENTION—1856.

A Whig National Convention met at Balti-

more on the 17th of Sept., 1856—Edward Bates,

of Missouri, presidiiig. The nominations of
Millard Fillmore for President, and Andrew J.

Donelson for Vice-President, were unanimously
concurred in. The Convention adopted the
following

PLATFORM :

Jiesolved, That the Whigs of the United States, now
here assembled, hereby declare their reverence for the
Constitution of the United States, their unalterable at-
tachment to the National Union, and a fixed determina-
tion to do all in their power to preserve them for them-
selves and their posterity. They have no new principles
to announce ; no new platform to establish ; but are
content to broadly rest—where their fathers rested—
upon the Constitution of the United States, wishing no
safer guide, no higher law.

Jiesolved, That we regard with the deepest interest
and anxiety the present disordered condition of our
national affairs—a portion of the country ravaged by
civil war, large sections of our population embittered by
mutual recriminations ; and we distinctly trace these
calamities to the culpable neglect of duty by the present
national administration.

Jiesolved, That the Government of the United States
was formed by the conjunction in political unity of wide
spiead geographical sections materially dilTering, not
only in climate and products, but in social and domestic
institutions ; and that any Ciuse that shall permanently
array the different sections of the Union in political hos-
tility and organized parties founded onlj' on geographical
distinctions must inevitably prove fatal to a continuance
of the National Union.

Jiesolved, That the Whigs of the United States declare,
as a fundamental article of political faith, an absolute
necessity for avoiding geographical parties. The danger,
so clearly discerned by the Father of his Countrj-, has
now become fearfully apparent in the agitation now
convulsing the nation, and must be arrested at once if

we would preserve our Constitution and our Union from
dismemberment, and the name of America from being
blotted out f. oiu the family of civilized nations.
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Reeolved, That all who revere the Constitution and
the Union, must look with alarm at the parties in the
field in the present Presidential campaign—one claiming
only to represent sixteen Northern States, and the other
appealing mainly to the passions and prejudices of the
Southern States ; that the success of either faction must
add fuel to the flame which now threatens to wrap our
dearest interests in a common ruin.

Jiesolved, That the only remedy for an evil so appal-
ling is to support a candidate pledged to neither of the
geographical sections now arrayed in political antagon-
ism, but holding both in a just and equal regard. We
congratulate the friends of the Union that such a candi-
date exists in Millard Fillmore.
Resolved, That, without adopting or referring to the

peculiar doctrines of the party which has already se-
lected Mr. Fillmore as a candidate, we look to him as a
well-tried and faithful friend of the Constitution and the
Union, eminent alike for his wisdom and firmness—for
his justice and moderation in our foreign relations—for
his calm and pacific temperament, so well becoming the
head of a great nation—for his devotion to the Constitu-
tion in its true spirit—his inflexibility in executing the
laws

; but, beyond all these attributes, in possessing the
one transcendent merit of being a representative of
neither of the two sectional paities now struggling for
political supremacy.
Resolved, That, in the present exigency of political af-

fairs, we are not called upon to discuss the subordinate
questions of administration in tlie exercising of the
Constitutional powers of tlie Government. It is enough
to know that civil war is raging, and that the Union is in
peril ; nnd we proclaim the conviction that the restora-
tion of Mr. Fillmore to the Presidency will furnish the best
if not the only means of restoring peace.

In the election which ensued, Mr. Fillmore
received the vote of M-jrvland only, while Mr.
Buchanan obtained those of the 14 other Slave
States, and of New-Jersey, Pennsylvania, Indiana,
Illinois and California, making 172 in all. Col.

Fremont received the votes of the eleven other
Free States, making 114 in all. Pennsylvania
and Illinois, had they voted for Col. Fremont,
would have given him the election.

REPUBLICAN CONVENTION—1860.

A Republican National Convention assembled
at Chicago, Illinois, on Wednesday, May 16th,

1860, delegates being in attendance from all the
Free States, as al>o from Delaware, Maryland,
Virginia, Kentucky, Missouri, Texas,* the Ter-
ritories of Kansas and Nebraska, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Gov. Morgan, of New-York, as Chairman of
the National Executive Committee, nominated
David Wilmot as temporary Chairman, and he
was chosen. The usual Committees on perma-
nent organization, credentials, etc., were ap-
pointed, and the Convention was permanently
organized by the selection of George Ashmun,
of Massachusetts, as President, with a Vice-
President and a Secretary from each State and
Territory represented. A Committee, of one
from each State and Territory, was appointed
to draft suitable resolutions, or in other words
a Platform, and the Convention adjourned.
On the following day, an interesting debate

arose on a proposition to require a vote equal
to a majority of lull delegations from all the
States to nominate candidiaes i'or President and
Vice-President ; which, with the delegates actu-
ally in attendance, would have been about
equivalent to a two-third rule. This proposition
was voted down, and the Convention decided,
by a vote of 331 to 130, that only a majority of

• Thf delegation fi'om Tsxaa has since been proved fraiiduleat,
liii.ing beoa gel up iu Michigan to elleci ti persoual end.

those present and voting should be required to
nominate candidates. The following Platform
was adopted, and, without taking a ballot for

President, the Convention again adjourned.

PLATFORM OF 1860.

Resolved, That we, the delegated representatives of the
Republican electors of the United States, in Convention
assembled, in discharge of the duty we 'Owe to our con-
stituents and our country, unite iu the following decla-
rations :

1. That the history of the nation, during the last fotti

years, has fully established the propriety and necessity
of the organization and perpetuation of the Republican
party, and that the causes which called it into existence
are permanent in their nature, and now, more than ever
before, demand its peaceful and constitutional triumph.

2. That the maintenance of the principles promulgated
in the Declaration of Independence and embodied in the
Federal Constitution, " That all men are created equal;
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain in-

jilienable rigiits ; that among these are life, liberty and
the pursuit of happiness ; that, to secure these rights,

governments are instituted among men, deriving their

just powers from the consent of the governed," is essen-
tial to the preservation of our Republican institutions

;

and that the Federal Constitution, the Rights of the
States, and the Union of the States, must and shall be
preserved.

3. That to the Union of the States this nation owes its

unprecedented increase in population, its surprising de-
velopment of material resources, its rapid augmentation
of wealth, its happiness at home and its honor abroad;
and we hold in abhorrence all schemes for Disunion, come
from whatever source they may : And we congratulate
the country that no Republican member of Congress has
uttered or countenanced the threats of Disunion so often
made by Democratic members, without rebuke and with
applause from their political associates ; and we denounce
those threats of disunion, in case of a popular overthrow
of their ascendency, as denying the vital princip)«s of a
free government, and as an avowal of contemplated trea-

son, which it is tlie imperative duty of an indignant Peo-
ple sternly to rebuke and forever silence.

4. That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the
States, and especially the right of each State to order and
control its own domestic institutions according to its own
judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance of pow-
ers on which the perfection and endurance of our politi-

cal fabric depends ; and we denounce the lawless invasion
by armed force of the soil of any State or Territory, no
matter under what pretext, as among the gravest of

crimes.
5. That the present Democratic Administration has far

exceeded our worst apprehensions, in its measureless sub-
serviency to the exactions of a sectional interest, as es-

pecially evinced in its desperate exertions to force the

infamous Lecompton Constitution upon the protesting
people of Kansas; in construing the personal relation

between master and servant to involve an unqualified

property in persons ; in its attempted entorcement, every-
where, on land and sea, through the interventinn of Con-
gress and of the Federal Courts of the extreme preieu-
sions of a purely local interest; and in its general and
unvarying abuse of tlie power intrusted to it by a confid-

ing people.

6. That the people justly view with alarm the reckless

extravagance which pervades every department of the
Federal Government; that a return to rigid economy
and accountability is indispensable to arrest the syste-

matic plunder of the public treasury by favored parti-

sans; while the recent startling developments of frauds
and corruptions at the Federal metropolis, show that an
entire change of administration is imperatively de-

manded.
T. That the new dogma that the Constitution, of its

own force, carries Slavery into any or all of the Territo-

ries of tlie United States, is a dangerous political heresy,

at variance with the explicit provisions of that instru-

ment itself, with cotemporaneous exposition, and witli

legislative and judicial precedent; is revolutionary iu its

tendency, and subversive of the peace and harmony of
the country.

8. That the normal condition of all the territory of the

United States is that of freedom : That as our Republican
fathers, when tiiey had abolished Slavery in all our na-
tional territory, ordained that " no person should be de-

prived of life, liberty, or property, without due process
of law," it becomes our duty, by legislation, wlienever
such legislation is necessary, to maintain this provision
of the Constitution against all attempts to violate it; and
we deny the authority of Co. gress, of a territorial legi*
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lature, or of any individuals, to give legal existeuce t^i
i

Slavery in any Territory of the United Siatea.

9. That we brand the recent re-opening of the Africttn

shive-trade, under the cover of our national Aug, Midid

liy perversions of judicial power, a^ a crime against hu-

manity and a burning shame to our country and age
;

and we cad upon Congress to take prompt and etBcient

me sures for the total and final suppression of that exe-

?rab e traffic.

111. That in the recent vetoes, by their Federal Gover-
nors, of the acts of the Legislatures of Kansas and Ne-

oraska, prohibiting Slavery in those Territories, we find a

practical idustration of the boasted Democratic princi-

ple of Non Intervention and Popular Sovereignty emho-
(iied in the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and a demonstration

of the deception and fraud involved therein.

11. That Kansas should, of right, be immediately ad-

mitted as a Stnte under the Constitution recently formed
and adopted by her people, and accepted by the House
of Representatives.

12. That, while providing revenue for the support of the

General Government by duties upon imports, sound policy

requires such an adjustment of these imposts as to en-

courage the development of the industrial interests of the

whole country : and we commend that policy of national

exchangee which secures to the working men liberal

wages, to agriculture remunerating prices, to mechanics
and manufacturers an adequate reward for their skill,

labor, and enterprise, and to the nation commercial pros-

perity and independence.
13. That we protest against any sale or alienation to

others of the Public Lands held by actual settlers, and
against any view of the Homestead policy which regards

the settlers as paupers or suppliants for public bounty
;

and we demand the passage by Congress of the complete

and satisfactory Homestead measure which has already
passed the House.

14. That the Republican Party is opposed to any change
in our Naturalization Laws or any State legislation by
which the rights of citizenship hitherto accorded to immi-
grants from foreign lands shall be abridged or impaired

;

and in favor of giving a full and efficient protection to

the rights of all classes of citizens, whether native or na-
turalized, both at home and abroad.

15. That appropriations by Congress for River and
Harbor improvements of a National character, required
for tlie accommodation and security of an existing com-
merce, are authorized by the Constitution, and justified

tiy the obligations of Government to protect the lives and
property of its citizens.

16. That a Railroad to the Pacific Ocean is imperatively
demanded by the interests of the whole country; that
the Federal Government ought to render immediate and
efficient aid in its construction ; and that, as preliminary
thereto, a daily Overland Mail should be promptly
established.

17. Finally, having thus set forth our distinctive prin-

ciples and views, we invite the cooperation of all citi-

lens, however differing on other questions, who substan-
tially agree with us in their affirmance and support.

Ou the following day, Friday, May 18th, the
Chair having announced that the naming of
candidates for President was in order, Wm.
M. Evarts, of New-York, named William H.
Seward.

Mr. Jtidd. of Illinois, named Abraham Lin-

coln. Mr. Dudley, of New-Jersey, nominated
Wm. L. Dayton. Gov. Reeder, of Pennsylva-
vania, nominated Simon Cameron. Mr. Cart-
ter, of Ohio, nominated Salmon P. Chase.
Francis P. Blair, of Maryland, nominated Ed-
ward Bates, of Missouri.

Indiana seconded the nomination of Abraham
LiuL-oln. Mr. Austin Blair, of Michigan, seconded
the nomination of Mr. Seward ; so also did Carl
Schiirz, of Wisconsin, Mr. Worth, of Minnesota,
and Mr. Wilder, of Kansas.

Mr. Corwin, of Ohio, nominated Judge Mc-
Lean.

Mr. Delano, of Ohio, seconded the nomination
of Mr. Lincoln, as did also one of the delegates
from Iowa.

The balloting then proceeded, with the follow-

ing result

:

Slatce.

FIB8T BAIXOT.

s s ^

— !•-
10

11

1^

(2 2 fc:

Maine 10 6 —
New-Hampshire 11 —
Vermont — — — — —
Massachusetts. .21 4 — — —
Rhode Island.. :— — — — 1

Connecticut....— 2 1 — 7

New-York 70
New-Jersey — — — — —
Pennsylvania.. 1^ 4 — 47i — 1 — — — — — —
Maryland 3 8

Delaware — — — — 6 — — — — — — —
Virginia 8 14— 1

Kentucky 5 t> 2 1— 8— 1

Ohio — 8 4 — 84
Indiana —; 26 — — — — — — — — — —
Missouri — — — — IS — — — — — — —
Michigan 12 — — -- — — — — — — — -

Illinois — 22 •

Texas 4 — — — 2 — — — — — — —
AVisconsin 10 — — — — — — — — — — —
Iowa 2 2— 1 1 1~ 1

California 8 — — — — — — — — — — —
Minnesota 8 — — — — — — — — — — —
Oregon — — — — 5 — — — — — — —

Tei ritorifs.

Kansas 6 — — — — — — — — — — —
Nebraska 2 1— 1 2

Dis. of Columbia 2 — — — —
Total.... 173^102 8 50^43 12 1 49 14 1 1 10

Whole number of votes, 465. Necessary to

a choice, 233.

The second ballot was then taken.

Mr. Cameron's name was withdrawn.

SECOND BALLOT.

SUUes.
I i i i I i I S

Maine 10 6 — — — — — —
New-Hatnpshire 1 9 — — — — — —
Vermont — 10 — — — — — —

•

Massachusetts 22 4 — — — — — —
Rhode Island — 3 — — 2 3 — —
Connecticut — 4 4 — — 2 — 2
New-York 70 — — — — — — —
New-Jersev 4 — — — — — 10 —
Pennsylvania 2i 43 — 1 2i — — —
Maryland 3 — S — — — — —
Delaware — 6 — — — — — —
Virginia S 14 — 1 — — — —
Kentucky ... 7 9 — — — 6 — —
Ohio — 14 — — 3 29 — —
Indiana — 26 —

;

— — — — —
Missouri — — IS — — — — —
Michigan 12 — — — — — — —
Illinois _22 — — — — — —
Texas -6 — — — — — — —
Wisconsin 10 — — — — — — —
Iowa 2 5 — — i J— _
California 8 — — — — — — —
Minnesota 8 — — — — — — —
Oregon — — 5 — — — — —

Territoi ies-

Kansas 6 — — — — — — —
Nebraska 3 1 — — — 2 — —
District of Columbia.. . 2 — — — — — — —

Total 184i ISl 35 2 8 42^ 10 9

The third ballot was taken amid excitement,

and cries for "the ballot." Intense feeling

existed during the voting, each vote being
awaited in breathless silence and expectancy.

The progress of the ballot was watched with
most intense interest, especially toward the

last, the crowd becoming silent as the contest

narrowed down. The States, as called, voted aa

follows :

• ProvloiiBly withdrawn.
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TBISO BAIXOT.

StateB. "H „. „.
o g p o

I I I g ^ g. gMM o 3 S O d
Maine 10 — — 6 — — —
New-Hampshire. 1 — — 9 — — —
Vermont — — — 10 — — —
Massachusetts.... S — — 18 — — —
Rhode Island.... 1 — 15 1 — —
Connecticut 14 2 4 — — 1
New-York 70 — — — _ _ _
New-Jersey 5 — — 8 — 1 —
Pennsylvania....

—

— — 52 2 — —
Maryland 2 — — 9 — — —
Delaware — — — 6 — — —
Virginia 8 — — 14 — — —
Kentucky 8 — 4 1.3 — — —
Ohio — — 15 29 2 — —
Indiana — — — 26 — — —
Missouri — 18 — — — — —
Michigan 12 — — — — — —
Illinois — — — 22 — — —
Texas 6 — — — — — —
Wisconsin 10 — — — — — —
Iowa 2 — i 6i — — —
California S — — — — — —
Minnesota 8 — — — — — —
Oregon 1 — — 4 — — —

Ter7'itories.

Kansas 6 — — — — — —
Nebraska S — 2 1 — — —
Dist. of Columbia 2 — _ _ _ — —

180 22 24i 231i 5 11
This gave Lincoln 231 J votes, or witliin 2^ of

a nomination.

Before the result was announced, Mr. Cart-
ter, of Ohio, said—I rise, Mr. Chairman, to an-

nounce the change of four votes from Ohio,
from Mr. Chase to Abraham Lincoln.

This announcement, giving Mr. Lincoln a
majority, was greeted by the audience with the
most enthusiastic and thundering applause.

Mr. McCrillis, of Maine, making himself heard,
said that the young giant of the West is now of
age. Maine casts for him her 16 votes.

Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, changed the
vote of that State, giving 18 to Mr. Lincoln and
8 to Mr. Seward.

Mr. B. Gratz Brown, of Missouri, desired to
change the 18 votes of Missouri to the gallant son
of the West, Abraham Lincoln. Iowa, Con-
necticut, Kentucky, and Minnesota also changed
their votes. The result of the third ballot was
announced:

Whole ntimber of votes cast 466
Necessary to a choice 234

Abraham Lincoln had received 354, and was
declared duly nominated.
On motion of Wm. M. Evarts, of New-York,

Beconded by Mr. Andrew, of Massachusetts, the
nomination was then made unanimous.
On motion of Mr. Evarts, of New-York, the

Convention now took a recess till 5 o'clock, to

afford time for consultation as to Vice-President.
At 5 o'clock the Convention reassembled,

listened to nominations, and then proceeded to

ballot.

The following Is a record of the ballotings for

Vice-President

:

[Note.—Col.Fremonthad sent a letter by one
sf the delegates from California, withdrawing
lis name from the list of candidates for Presi-

dent. This letter was published before the
meeting of the Convention.1

FIBST l^IXOT.

S

Maine
New-Hampshire.
Vermont
Massachusetts..
Rhode Island.. ..

—

Connecticut 2
New-York .. 9
New-Jersey 1

Pennsylvania... . 4^
Maryland 2
Delaware 3
Virginia 23
Kentucky 33
Ohio —
Indiana 18
Missouri —
Michigan 4
Illinois 2
Texas —
Wisconsin 5
Iowa —
California —
Minnesota 1
Oregon —

Tenitories.
Kansas —
Nebraska 1
Dist. of Columbia.. 2

— 20

g a I p ?. I
5 K K B (5 B
_ 16 — — _ _
_ 10 — — _ _
_ 10 — — — _
1 1 — _ _ _

n

2 5
11 35— 6
T 11

1 8 — —

— 5— 8

1 6

3 1

Total '..lOliSSiSl 58 194 1 8 8 i
Total 461. Necessary to a choice, 282.

THE SECOND BALLOT.

States. Hamlin. Clay. Hickman.
Maine 16 — —
New-Hampshire 10 —
Vermont 10 — —
Massachusetts 26 — —
Rhode Island 8 — —
Connecticut .'..10 — 2
New-York 70 — —
New-Jersey 14 — —
Pennsylvania 54 — —
Maryland 10 1 —
Delaware 6 — —
Virginia — 23 —
Kentucky — 28 —
Ohio 46 _ _
Indiana 12 14 —
Missouri 13 5 —
Michigan 8 4 —
Illinois 20 2 —
Texas — 6 —
Wisconsin 8 5 —
Iowa 3 — —
California 7 1 —
Minnesota 7 1 —
Oregon 8 — 2

Tt:iritories

Kansas 2 1 S
Nebraska — — 6
District of Columbia 2 — —

Total .867 86 18

Massachusetts withdrew the name of Mr.
Banks, and cast 26 votes for Mr. Hamlin.

Pennsylvania withdrew the name of Gov.
Reeder, and cast 54 votes for Mr. Hamlin.
On motion of Mr. Blakey, of Kentucky, the

nomination was made unanimous:
Mr. J. R. Giddings, of Ohio, offered and the

Convention adopted the following :

Jiesolved, That we deeply sympathize with those men
who have been driven, some from their native States and
others from the States of their adoption, and are now
exiled from their homes on account of their opinions

;

and we hold the Democratic party responsible for the
gross violations of that clause of the Constitution which
declares that citizens of each State shall be entitled to
all the privileges and immunities of citizens of the
several States.
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Mr. Aslimun made a brief speech, and the

Convention adjourned sine die, with nine hearty

rheers for the ticket.

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE.

The Convention previous to its adjournment

made choice of the following gentlemen as the

National Committee for the next four years

:

Maine—Charles J. Oilman, Brunswick.
New-Humjwhire—George G. Fogg, Concord.

Vermont—Lawrence Brainard, St. Albans.

Massachusetts—John Z. Goodrich, Stockbridge.

Rhode Jsland—TBOJtAS G. Turner, Providence.

Connecticut—Gideon Welles, Hartford.

2f^ew- York—Edwin D. Morgan, Albany.
New-Jeraey—Denning Dder, N. T. City.

Pennsylvania—Edward McPherson, Gettysburg
Delaware—Nathaniel B. Smithers, Dover.
Maryland—James F. Wagner, Baltimore.

Virginia—Alfred Caldwell, Wheeling.
Ohio—Thomas Spooner, Reading, Hamilton Co.
Indiana—Solomon Meredith, Centerville.

Illinois—Norman B. Jodd, Chicago.

Michigan—Austin Blair, Jackson.
Wisconsin—Carl Schurz, Milwaukee.
Iowa—Andrew J. Stevens, Des Moines.
Minnesota—John McKusick, Stillwater.

Missouri—Asa S. Jones, St. Louis.

Kentucky—Cassius M. Clay, Whitehall
California—D. W. Cheesman, OrovUle.

Oregon—W. Frank Johnson, Oregon City.

• Kansas—William A. Phillips, Lawrence.
2/ebraska—0. H. Irish, Nebraska City.

Dist. of Columbia, Joseph Gerhakdt, Washington.

At a meeting held in Chicago, May 18th,

1800, the Committee organized by choosing the

Hon. E. D. Morgan, of New-York, Chairman,
and George G. Fogg, of New-Hampshire, Secre-

tary. Subsequently, the following persons were
constituted the Executive Committee

:

E. D. Morgan, of New-York.
Gideon Welles, of Connecticut.
N. B. JuDD, of Illinois.

Carl Schurz, of Wisconsin.
John Z. Goodrich, of Massachusetts.
Denning Doer, of New-Jersey.
Geo. G. Fogg, of New-Hampsliire.

CONSTITUTIONAL UNION CONVENTION—
1860.

A Convention of Delegates, coming from
twenty States, and claiming to represent the
" Constitutional Union Party," met at Baltimore
on the 9th of May, and nominated for President

John Bell, of Tennessee, and for Vice-President

Edward Everett, of Massachusetts. The ballot-

ings for President resulted as follows :

iBt. 2d.

JohnBeU, 6Si 138
S»m. Houston, 57 69
John M. Botts, 9i T
John McLean,.... 21 1

J. J. Crittenden, . . 28 1

Edward Evarett,

.

Wm. L. Goggin,.

.

Wni. A. Graham,.
AVm. L. Sharkey,.
Wm. C. Rives , .

.

1st.

26
3

, 22
, 7

13

Necessary to a choice, 1st ballot, 128 ; second
ballot, 127.

The nomination of Mr. Bell was thereupon
made unanimous.

Mr. Everett was unanimously nominated for

Vice-President.

The Convention adopted the following as

their

PLATFORM.

Whereas, Experience has demonstrated that Plat-
forms adopted by the partisan Conventions of the
country have had the effect to mislead and deceive the
people, and at the same time tc widen the political

divisions of the country, by the creation aad encourage-
meat of geographical and sectional parties ; therefore,

Resol/oed, That it is both th« part of patriotism and
of duty to recognize no political principle other than
the Constitution (jf the Country, thb Cxion of th«
States and the Enforckment of thk Laws, and that,

as representatives of the Constitutional Union men of

the country in National Convention assembled, wo
hereby pledge ourselves to maintain, protect and de-

fend, separately and unitedly, these great principles ol

public liberty and national safety, against all enemies
at home and abroad, believing that thereby peace may
once more be restored to the country, the rights of the
People and of the States reestablished, and the Govern
ment again placed in that condition, of justice, fraternity

and equality, which, under the example and Constitution

of our fathers, has solemly bound every citixen of the
United States to maintain a more perfect union, estab-

lish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for

the common defense, promote the general welfare, and
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our
posterity.

DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION—1860.

A Democratic National Convention assembled

at Charleston, S. C, on the 23d of April, 1860,

with full delegations present from every State

in the Union, and double delegations from
Illinois and New-York. One of the New-York
delegations was elected by the State Nominating
Convention which met at Syracuse the preced-

ing autumn ; while its rival was elected by
districts, and led by Fernando Wood, Mayor of

the commercial emporium. From Illinois, one

of the delegations was favorable to Senator

Douglas, and the other opposed to that gentle-

man. Tickets of admission were given by the

National Committee to the former or "Soft"
Delegation from New York, thus deciding, so

far as their power extended, against the Wood
or " Hard" contestants, who were understood

to be opposed to the nomination of Douglas.

Francis B. Flournoy, of Arkansas, was cho-

sen temporary chairman, and the Convention
opened with an angry and stormy debate on the

question of the disputed seats. Mr. Fisher, of

Va., presented a protest from Mayor Wood,
on behalf of his delegation, against their

exclusion from the Hall. The reading of the

protest was ruled out of order, and, after a

wrangling debate, committees were appointed

on Permanent Organization and Credentials,

and the communication of Mayor Wood was
referred without reading to the latter.

On the following day, the Committee on
Organization reported the name of Caleb Gush-

ing, of Mass., for President, with one Vice-

President and one Secretary from each State,

which report was adopted. They also reported

a rule " that in any State in which it has not
" been provided or directed by its State Con-
"vention how its vote may be given, the
" Convention will recognize the right of each
" delegate to cast his individual vote." Which
was also adopted.

A Committee on Resolutions and Platform

was now appointed ; and it was voted that no
ballot for President and Vice-President should

be taken till after the adoption of a Platform.

Adjourned.
On the following day, the only progress made

by the Convention was the settlement of the

question of contested seats, by confirming the

sitting delegates ; that is, the " Softs " from
New-York, and the Douglas men from Illinois.

On the 26th, no progress was made, though

thare was much angry debate and many threats
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of bolting on the part of delegates from the

Cotton States, unless their views in regard to

Platform should be adopted.
On the 27th, the Platform Committee, failing

to agree, presented an assortment of Platforms,

from which the Convention was expected to

make its selection. The majority report, pre-

sented by Mr. Averv, of N. C, was as fol-

lows:

Resolved, That the Platform adopted at Cincinnati be
affirmed, with the following resolution

:

That the National Democracy of the United States
hold these cardinal principles on the subject of Slavery
in the Territories: First, that Cbngi'ess has no power to

abolish Slavery in the Territories ; second, that the Ter-
ritorial Legislature has no power to abolish Slavery in

the Territories, nor to prohibit the introduction of slaves
therein, nor any power to destroy or impair the right of
property in slaves by any legislation whatever.

liesolved, That the enactments of State Legislatures
to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave
Law are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitu-
tion, and revolutionary in their effects.

liesolved. That it is the duty of the Federal Govern-
ment to protect the rights of person and property on the
high seas, in the Territories, or wherever elseits jurisdic-
tion extends.
Resolved, That it is the duty of the Government of

the United States to alford protection to naturalized
citizens from foreign countries.
Resolved, That it is the duty of the Government of

the United States to acquire Cuba at the earliest prac-
ticable moment.

The principal minority report, which was pre-

sented by Mr. Henry B. Payne, of Ohio, and
signed by the members of the committee
from Maine, New-Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New-Jersey, Ohio, Indiana,

Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota,
New-York, and Pennsylvania, (all the Free
States except California, Oregon, and Massachu-
setts), reaffirmed the Cincinnati Platform; de-

clared that all rights of property are judicial in

their character, and that the Democracy pledge
themselves to defer to the decisions of the

Supreme Court on the subject ; ample protec-

tion to citizens, native or naturalized, at home
or abroad ; aid to " a Pacific Railroad ;" the

acquisition of Cuba, and that all State resistance

to the Fugitive Slave Law is revolutionary and
subversive of the Constitution.

Gen. Benj. F. Butler, of Massachusetts, pre-

sented another minority report, reaflSrming the

Cincinnati Platform, and declaring Democratic
principles unchangeable in their nature when
applied to the same subject matter, and only
recommending, in addition to the Cincinnati

Platform, a resolution for the protection of all

•itizens, whether native or naturalized.

Mr. Payne stated that his report, although a
minority one, represented one hundred and
seventy-two electoral votes, while the majority

report represented only one hundred and
twenty-seven electoral votes.

Mr. James A. Bayard (U. S. Senator), of Dela-

ware, presented another series of resolutions, as

follows:

The first affirmed the Cincinnati Platform.

The second declared that Territorial Govern-
ments are provisional and temporary, and that

during their existence all citizens of the United
States have an equal right to settle in the Terri-

tories without their rights of either person or

property being destroyed or impaired by Con-
gressional or Territorial legislation.

The third, that it is the duty of the Govern-

ment to protect the rights of persons or pro-

perty on the high seas, in the Territories, or
wherever else its constitutional authority ex-
tends.

The fourth that, when the settlers in a Terri-

tory have adequate population to form a State

Constitution, the right of Sovereignty coni-

raences, and, being consummated by their ad-

mission into the Union, they stand upon an
equal footing with the citizens of other States,

and that a State thus organized is to be admit-
ted into the Union, Slavery or no Slavery.

The day was spent in fierce debate, without

coming to a vote on any of these various propo«
sitions.

On the 28th, Senator Wm. Bigler, of Penn-
sylvania, moved that the majority and minority
reports be recommitted to the Convention, with
instructions to report in an hour, the following

resolutions

:

Resolved, That the Platform adopted by the Demc
cratic party at Cincinnati be affirmed, with the following
explanatory resolution

:

Resolved, That the Government of a Territory, or-

ganized by an act of Congress, is provisional and tempo-
rary, and, during its existence, all citizens of the United
States have an equal right to settle in the Territory,
without their rights, either of person or property, being
destroyed or impaired by Congressional or TerritoriiJ

Legislation.

Resolved, That the Democratic party stands pledged
to the doctrine that it is the duty of Government to
maintain all the constitutional rights of property, of
whatever kind, in the Territories, and to enforce all the
decisions of the Supreme Court in reference thereto.

Resolved, That it is the duty of the United States to
afford ample and complete protection to all its citizens,

whether at home or abroad, and whether native or
foreign.

Resolved, That one of the necessities of the age, in a
military, commercial and postal pu.iit of view, is speedy
communication between tlie Atlantic and Pacific States;
and the Democratic Party pledge sucli Cutisiitutional

Government aid as will insure the construction of a
railroad to the Pacific coast at the earliest practical

period.
Resolved, That the Democratic Party are in favor of

the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms aa
shall be honorable to ourselves and just,to Spain.
Resolved, That the enactments of State Legislatures

to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave
Law, are hostile in character, subversive of the Consti-
tution, and revolutionary in their effect,

Mr. Bigler moved the previous question.

Mr. W. Montgomery (M. C), of Pennsylvania,

moved to lay Mr. Bigler's motion on the table.

He did not regard as a compromise a proposi-

tion for a Congressional Slave Code and the

reopening of the African Slave Trade ; but,

learning that the adoption of his motion would
have the effect of tabling the whole subject, he
withdrew it. A division of the question waa
called for, and the vote was first taken on the

motion to recommit, which was carried, 152 to

151 ; but the proposition to instruct the com-
mittee was laid on the table, 242^ to 66^, aa

follows

:

Yeas.—Maine, 8 ; New-Hampshire, 5 ; Vermont, 5

;

Massachusetts, 12J; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 5;
New- York, 85; Pennsylvania, 8; Delaware, 8; Mary-
land, 5i ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 10; South Caro-

lina, 8; Georgia, 10; Florida, 8; Alabama, 9; Louisi-

ana, 6; Mississippi, 7 ; Texas, 4; Arkansas, 4 ; Missouri,

4; Kentucky, 5; Ohio, 23; Indiana, 13; Illinois, 11;

Michigan, 6; Iowa, 4; Minnesota, 4; California, 8!

—

242 i.

Nays.—Massachusetts, i ; Connecticut, 1 ; New-Jersey,

7; Pennsylvania, 15; Maryland, 2i ; Missouri, 9; Ten-

nessee, 11; Kentucky, 7; Indiana, 6; Wisconsin, 6;
California, i ; Oregon, 3—56i.

Subsequently, on the same day, Mr. Avery,
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from the majority of the Committee on Platform, Itrict of Columbia. Now, we maintain that Confrrete has

reported tlie following

:

Resolved, That the platform adopted by the Democratic
part* at Cincinnati be affirmed, with the following ex-
planatory Resolutions

:

Fimt. That the government of a Territory organized by
an act of Congress, is provisional and temporary ; and,
during its existence, all citizens of the United States have
an equal right to settle with their property in the Territory
without their rights, either of person or property, being des-

troyed or impaired by congressional or territorial legislation.

Secoyid. That it is the duty of the Federal Government,
in all its departments, to protect, when necessary, the
rights of persons and property in the Territories, and
wlierever else its constitutional authority extends.

Third. Tluit when the settlers in a Territory having an
adequate population form a State Constitution, the right

of sovereignty commences, and, being consummated by
admission into the Union, they stand on an equal foot-

ing with the people of other States ; and the State thus
organized ought to be admitted into the Federal Union,
wliether its constitution prohibits or recognizes the institu-

tion of Slavery.
Fourth. That the Democratic party are in favor of the

acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as shall

be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain, at the earliest

practicable moment.
Fifth. That the enactments of State legislatures to de-

feat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave Law, are
hostile in character, subversive of the Constitution, and
revolutionary In their effect.

Sixth. That the Democracy of the United States recog-
nize it as the Imperative duty of this Government to pro-
tect the naturalized citizen in all his rights, whether at
home or in foreign lands, to the same extent as its native-
born citizens.

Whereas, one of the greatest necessities of the age, in a
political, commercial, postal and military point of view, is

a sp«edy communication between the Pacific and Atlan-
tic coasts : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Democratic party do hereby pledge
themselves to use every means in their power to secure the
passage of some bill, to the extent of the constitutional
authority of Congress, for the construction of a Pacific
Railroad, from the Mississippi River to the Pacific Ocean,
at the earliest practicable moment.

Mr. Avery took the floor, and spoke at length
iu favor of his report, and in the course of his

remarks said :

I have stated that we demand at the hands of our
Northern brethren upon this floor that the great principle
which we cherish should be recognized, and in that view I
speak the common sentiments of our constituents at home

;

and I intend no reflection upon those who entertain a differ-

ent opinion, when I say that the results and ultimate conse-
quences to the Southern States of this confederacy, if the
Popular Sovereignty doctrine be adopted as the doctrine
of the Democratic partj', would be as dangerous and sub-
versive of their rights as the adojjtion of the principle of
Congressional intervention or prohibition. We say that, in
a contest for the occupation of the Territories of the United
States, the Southern men encumbered with slaves cannot
compete with the Emigrant Aid Society at the North. We
say that the Emigi-ant Aid Society can send a voter to one
of the Territories of the United States, to determine a
question relating to slavery, for the sum of $200, while it

would cost the Southern man the sum of $1500. We say,
then, that wherever there is competition between the
South and North, that the North can and will, at less ex-
pense and difficulty, secure power, control and dominion
over the Territories of the Federal Government ; and if,

then, you establish the doctruie that a Territorial Legisla-
ture which may be established by Congress in any Terri-
tory has the right, directly or indirectly, to affect the insti-

tution of Slavery, then you can see that the Legislature by
its action, either directly or indirectly, may finally ex-
ciude every man from the slaveholding States as ef-

fectually as if you had adopted the Wilmot Proviso out
and out
But we are told that, in advocating the doctrine we now

do, we are violating the principles of the Cincinnati plat-
form. They say that the Cincinnati platform is a Popular
Sovereignty platform ; that it was intended to present and
practically enforce that great principle. Now, we who
made this report deny that this is the true construction of
tlie Cincinnati platform. We of the South say that when
we voted for the Cincinnati platform we understood, from
tlie fu^t that the Territories stand in the same position as
the District of Columbia, that non-interference and non-
inici i-ention iu the Territories was that same sort of non-
interference and non-intervention forbidden in the Dis-

'

no right to prohiliit or abolish Slavery In the Dutrict of
Columbia. Why ? Be(.au.se it is an existing in.stitution.

It becomes the duty of Congress under the Constitution t«
protect and cherish the right of property in slaves in that
District, because the Constitution does not give them the
power to prohibit or establish Slavery. Every Session of
Congress, Northern men, Southern men, men of all par-
ties, are legislating to protect, cherish and uphold the insti-
tution of Slavery in tlie District of Columbia

It is said that the Cincinnati platform is ambiguous, and
that we must explain it. At the South, we have main-
tained that it had no ambiguity ; that it did not mean
Popular Sovereignty ; but our Northern friends say ttiat
it does mean Popular Sovereignty. Now, if we are
going to explain it and to declare its principles, I say
let us either declare them openly, boldly, squarely,

let us leave it as it is in the Cincinnati I'latforra. I
want, and we of the South want, no more doubtful plat-
forms upon this or any other question. We desire that
this Convention should take a bold, square stand. Vt'hat
do the minority of the committee propose ? Their solution
is to leave the question to the decision of the Supreme
Court, and agree to abide by any decision that may be
made by that tribunal between the citizens of a Territory
upon the subject. Why, gentlemen of the minority, you
cannot help yourselves. That is no concession to us.

There is no necessity for putting that in the platform, be-
cause I take it for granted that you are all law-abiding
citizens. Every gentleman here from a non-slaveholdiiig
State is a law-abidmg citizen ; and if he be so, why we
know that when there is a decision of the Supreme Court,
even adverse to his views, he will submit to it

You say that this is a judicial question. We say that
it is not. But if it be a judicial question, it is immaterial to
you how the platform is raade,.because all you will have to
say is, " this is a judicial question ; the majority of the Con-
vention were of one opinion ; I may entertain my own opin-
ion upon the question ; let the Supreme Court settle it." . .

Let us make a platform about which there can be no
doubt, so that every man, North and South, may stand
side by side on all issues connected with Slavery, and ad-
vocate the same principles. That is all we ask. All we
demand at your hands is, that there shall be no equivoca-
tion and no doubt in the popular mind as to what our
principles are.

Mr. n. B. Payne, of Ohio, replied at length,

and, in the course of his argument, said :

The question of Slavery had distracted the Courts and
the party since 1S20, and we hoped by the Compromise
measures of 1S50, the Kansas law of 1854, and the Plat-
form of 1352 and 1856, that the policy of the Democratic
party was a united and settled policy in respect to Afri-
can slavery The Democracy of the North
have, throughout, stood by the South in vindication of
their constitutional rights. For this they claim no
credit. They have simply discharged their constitutional,
duty ; and, though some Southern Senators may rise in
their places and stigmatize us as unsound and rotten, ws.
say we have done it in good faith, and we challege coutrar
diction. We have supposed that this doctrine of Popular
Sovereignty was a final settlement of the Slavery difficulty.

You so understood it in the South. We are not claiming
anything in our Platform but what the Cincinnati Platform
was admitted to have established
What was the doctrine of 1856 ? Non-intervention by

Congress with the question of Slavery, and the submission

,

of the question of Slavery in the Territories, under tha
Constitution, to the People.

It is said that one construction has been given to tlie

Platform at the South and another at the Nonsh. He
could prove from the Congressional debates that fi-om
ISoO to 1856 there was not a dissenting opinion expressed

.

in Congress on this subject.

To show that Squatter Sovereignty had been
generally accepted as the true Democratic doc-
trine, Mr. Payne quoted from eminent Southern
Democratic Statesmen as follows :

FROM A SPEECH OP HON. HOWELL COBB, OF GEORGIA.
" I Stand upon a principle. I hold that the will of the

majority of the people of Kansas should decide this
question, and I say here to-night, before this people and
before this country, that I, for one, shall abide the deci-
sion of the people there. I hold to the right of the People
to self-government. I am willing for them to decide this

question."

FROM THE SAME.

"I would not plant Slavery upon the soil of any por-
tion of God's earth against the will of the people. Tfaa
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Goremment of the United States should not force the
inglitution of Slavery upon the people either of the
' Territories,' or of the States against the will of the peo-
ple, though my voice could bring about that result."

FROM A SPEKCn OF VICE-PRESIDENT BRKCKINRIDGB.

"But those who hold that the Territorial Legislature
cannot pass a law prohibiting Slavery, admit that, unless
the Territorial Legislature pass laws for its protection,
Slavery will not go there. Therefore, practically, a
majority of the people represented in the Territorial
Legislature decides the question. Whether they decide
it by prohibiting it, according to the one doctrine, or by
refusing to pass laws to protect it, as contended for by
the other party, is immaterial. The majority of the peo-
ple, by the action of the Territorial Legislature, will
decide the question, and all must abide the decision when
made."

FROM THE SAME.

" But if non-intervention by Congress be the principle
that underlies the Compromise of 1850, then the prohibi-
tion of 1820, being inconsistent with that principle, should
be removed, and perfect non-intervention thus be estab-
lished by law.

" Among many misrepresentations sent to the country
by some of the enemies of this bill, perhaps none is more
flagrant, than the charge that it proposes to legislate
Slavery into Nebraska and Kansas. Sir, if the bill con-
tained such a feature it would not receive my vote. The
right to establish involves the correlative right to prohi-
bit, and, denying both, I would vote for neither."

FROM THE SAME.

" Upon the distracting question of domestic Slavery,
their position is clear. The whole power of the Demo-
cratic organization is pledged to the following proposi-
tions : That Congress shall not interpose upon this sub-
ject in the States, in the Teri-itories, or in the District of
Columbia ; that the people of each Tenitory shall deter-
mine the question for themselves, and be admitted into
the Union upon a footing of perfect equality with the
original States, without discrimination on account of the
allowance or prohibition of Slavery."

FROM A SPEECH BY HON. JAMES L. ORB, OF S. C.

" Now, I admit that there is a difference of opinion
amongst Democrats as to whether this feature of Squat-
ter Sovereignty be in the bill or not. But the great point
upon which the Democratic party at Cincinnati rested
was, that the government of the Territories had been
transferred from Congi-ess, and, carrying out the spirit

and genius of our institutions, had been given to the
people of the Territories."

FROM A SPEECH BT HON. A. H. STEPHENS, OF GEORGIA.

"The whole question of Slavery or No Slavery was to

be left to the people of the Territories, whether North
or South of 36° 30', or any other line. The question was
to be talcen out of Congress, where it had been impro-
perly thrust from the beginning, and to be left to the
I)eople concerned in the matter to decide for themselves.
This, I say, was the position originally held by the South
when the Missouri Kestriction was at first proposed. The
principle upon which that position rests, lies at the very
foundation of all our Republican institutions : it is that
the citizens of every distinct and separate community
or State should have the right to govern themselves in
their doinest.c matters as they please, and that they
sliould be free from intermeddling restriction and
arbitrary dictation on such matters, from any other
Power or Government, in which they have no voice."
Mr. Payne continued. But for consuming time, he

could read for half an hour, to show that every eminent
Southern man had held the same opinion on the doctrine
of popular sovereignty.

Mr. Payne would read from the Cincinnati Platform
to show what it laid down. All should be familiar
with it

:

" The American Democracy recognize and adopt the
principles contained in the organic laws, establishing the
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the
only sound and safe solution of the ' Slavery Question '

upon which the great National idea of the People of this

whole country can repose in its determined conserva-
tism of the Union—non-interference by Congress witli

Slavery in State and Territory, or in the Distiict of
Columbia."
They nominated Mr. Buchanan on that Platform,

agreed on by the representatives of every State iu the
Union, as the official record would show There w.-is not

one dissenting voice in the whole list of States. In cast-

ing the vote of North Carolina, his friend, Mr. A\e y.

I then acting as Chairman of his Delegation, and now pre-
1 senting the majority report announced:
1 " North Carolina gives ten votes for the Platform, and
will give ten thousand majority in November."

I
In his letter of acceptance, Mr. Buchanan, in an em-

phatic and clear manner, thus expressed his views of
this Platform

:

" The recent legislation of Congress respecting domes-
tic Slavery, derived, as it has been, from the original
and pure fountain of legitimate political power, the will

of the majority, promises, ere long, to allay the danger-
ous excitement. This legislation is founded on princi-

ples as ancient as Free government itself, and in accord-
ance with them has simply declared that the people ofa
Territory, like those of a State, shall decideJor t/iem-
selues, whether Sla^ei'y shall or shall not exist witkiai
their limits."

Mr. Payne had extracts yet behind of speeches from
Stephens, of Georgia, one of the most distinguished States"
men of the South—from Mr. Benjamin, of Louisiana-—
Mason, of Tirginia—more qualified, he admitted, but
still emphatic. The Senator from Delaware, too, Mr.
Bayard, had fully indorsed the doctrine of Popular
Sovereignty. ^
So had Mr. Badger, of North Carolina, and Judge 1

Butler of South Carolina. Mr. Hunter of Virginia, cer-
tainly one of the wisest and purest statesmen which the
Democracy now numbers amongst her leaders in the
land—he, also, says that the people shall have the right

to decide on all questions relating to their domestic
institutions. In his speech, he used these words, almost
identical with the Platform of the minority

:

"The bill provides that the Legislatures of these Ter-
ritories shall have power to legislate over all rightful

subjects of legislation consistently with the Constitution.

And, if they should assume powers which are thought to

be inconsistent with the Constitution, the Courts will de-

cide that question whenever it may be raised. There is

a difference of opinion among the friends of this measure
as to the extent of the limits which the Constitution im-
poses upon the Territorial Legislatures. This bill pro-
poses to leave these differences to the decision of tne
Courts. To that tribunal I am willing to leave this deci-

sion, as it was once before proposed to be left by the
celebrated Compromise of the Senator from Delaware."
He also read an extract of a similar character from a

speech by Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, one of the boldest
men on the floor of the American Senate, taking ground
in favor of non-intervention by Congress.
Need he accumulate these extracts to show that not a

single Statesman who has figured in Congress, of late

years, but has taken this high ground?

Mr. Samuels, of Iowa, presented the follow-

ing report on behalf of the minority of the

Platform Committee : •

1. Itesolved, That we, the Democracy of the Union, in

Convention assembled, hereby declare our affirmance of
the resolutions unanimously adopted and declared as a
platform of principles by the Democratic Convention at
Cincinnati, in the year 1S5(3, believing that Democratic
principles are unchangeable in their nature, when ap-
plied to the same subject matters ; and we recommend
as the only further resolutions the following

:

Inasmuch as differences of opinion exist in the Demo-
cratic Party as to the nature and extent of the powers
of a Territorial Legislature, and as to the powers and
duties of Congress, under the Constitution of the United
States, over the institution of Slavery within the Terrj.

tories :

2. Beaolved, That the Democratic Party will abide by
the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States

on the questions of Constitutional law.

8. Jieaolved, That it is the duty of the United States

to afford ample and complete protection to all its citi-

zens, whether at home or abroad, and whether native or

foreign.

4. liesolved, That one of the necessities of the age, in

a military, commercial, and postal point of view, ia

speedy communication between the Atlantic and Pacific

States ; and the Democratic Party pledge such Constitu-

tional Government aid as will insure the construction of

a railroad to the Pacific coast, at the earliest practicable

period.

5. Resolved, That the Democratic party are in favor

of the acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terma

as shall be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain.

6. Jlesolved, That the enactments of State Legislatures

to defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave
Law, are hostile in character, subversive of the Consti-

tution, and revolutionary in theii' effect.

Geu. Butler, of Massachusetts, again reported
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(as a minority) the Cincitinati Platform without

alteration.

It was evident, even before the report

of the majority was presented, that it would
not be sustained by the Convention, though the

Free-State majority evinced not only willing-

ness but anxiety to conciliate their Southern

brethren at any sacrifice not absolutely ruinous.

The majority of the Convention, confident of

their power to reject the majority report, were

fl.nxious for a vote ; but the minority seemed
determined to stave oft' definite action for that

day, and carried their point by a system cur-

rently termed "filibustering," which would have

done no discredit to the House of Representa-

tives at Washington. The confusion and hub-

bub which prevailed may be comprehended
perhaps, by the following extract from the offi-

cial report of the proceedings :

Mr. Bigler obtained the floor, and desired to suggest
to the Convention that, bj' common consent, and without
any further struggle, they should adjourn. (Ciies of " I

object !" " I object!")
Mr. Hunter, of Louisiana.—I appeal to my Democratic

friends of the South and my Deraocratie friends from all

parts of the Union (Cries of " order !" " order !" and
the greatest disorder prevailing in the Hall.)

The President—The Chair begs leave, once for all, to

state—and the Chair entreats the Convention to listen to

this declaration—that it is physically impossible for the
thair to go on in a contest with six hundred men as to

who shall cry out loudest ; and unless the Convention
will come to order, and gentlemen take their places and
proceed in order, the Chair will feel bound in duty to

the Convention as well as to himself, to leave the chair.

(Applause.) The Chair will wait to see whether it is pos-

sible to have order in the House.
Mr. Samuels, of Iowa, appealed to the Convention to

listen to a proposition of M\. Hunter of Louisiana.
The President.—The Chair will entertain no motion

until the Convention is restored to order, and when that
is done, the Chair desires to make another suggestion to

the Convention. The Chair has already stated that it is

physically impossible for him to go on with the business
of the Convention, so long as one-half of the members
are upon their feet and engaged in clamor of one sort or

mother. The Cliair begs leave to repeat that he knows
>at one remedy for such disorder, and that is for your
residing Oilicer to leave the chair. He, of course,
yould deeply regret that painful necessity ; but it would
e a less evil than that this "-ncessant confusion and dis-

order, presenting such a spectacle to the people of South
Carolina, should continue to prsvail in this most honor-
able body of so many respectable gentlemen of the high-
est standing in the community, engaged in debate^and
deliberaiioa upon the dearest interests of the country.
'Applause.)

It was finally agreed that the vote should be
aken the next day—or rather the following

flionday, atid the Convention adjourned.

On Monday the 30th, the President stated the

question as follows :

The Convention will remember that, in the first

place, the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Avery)
reported the resolutions of the majority of the commit-
tee. Thereupon the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Samuels)
moved an amendment to these resolutions, by striking
out all after the word " resolved," and to insert the
resolutions proposed by him, in behalf of a portion of
minority of the committee. After which, the gentleman
from Massachusetts (Mr. Butler) moved, in behalf of an-
other portion of the minority committee, to amend the
amendment, by striking out all after the word " re-

solved," and inserting the proposition proposed by him
on behalf of that minority. The first question will

be, therefore, upon the amendment moved by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Butler). If that amend-
ment falls, the Convention will then come to a vote upon
the amendment moved by the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. Samuels). If, however, the amendment of Mr.
Butler prevails, then that amendment will have taken
the place of the amenda-ent moved by Mr. Samuels, and
the next question will be upon substituting it in the place

of the original resolution proposed by the gentlemao
from North Carolina.

Mr. Butler's Platform affirms the Cincinnati

Platform, and iidds a resolution for the protec-

tion of citizens abroad.

The vote was then taken by States on Mr. Butler's

amendment, with the following result; yeas 105, nays
198:

Yean—Maine, 3 ; Massachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, i] ;

New-Jersey,."); Pennsylvania, 16i ; Delaware, 3; Mary-
land, m ; Virginia, 12i ; North Carolina, 10; Georgia, IP;
Missouri, 4i ; Tennessee, 11 ; Kentucky, 9; Minnesota,
Ij ; Oregon, 3—105.
NayH—-Maine, 5; Ne» -Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 5;

Massachusetts, 5; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 3J ;

New-York, 85 ; New-Jersey, 'I ; Pennsylvania, 10^ ; Mary-
land, 2i ; Virginia, 2i ; bouth Carolina, 8 ; Florida, 3;
Alabama, 9 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ; Texas, 4

;

Arkansas, 4; Missouri, 4^
; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 3;

Ohio, 23 ; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wiscon-
sin, 5; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, JJ ; California, 4^198.

So the amendment was rejected.

The minority report (that of Mr. Sainuel.*)

was then read, and, after ineffectual attempti

to table the subject and proceed to a nomina-
tion, the vote was taken and the minority

report wus adopted as an amendment or substi-

tute, as follows :

Yeas—Maine, 8 ; New-Hampshire, 5 ; Vermont, f>

Massachusetts, 7 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 6 ; New-
York, 35 ; New-Jersev, 5; Pennsylvania, 12 ; Maryland,

3J ; Virginia, 1 ; Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky,
21 ; Ohio, 23 ; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, ;

Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 4—165.
Nays—Massachusetts, 6 ; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsyl-

vania, 15 ; Delaware, 3 ; Maryland, 4i ; Virginia, 14 ;

North Carolina, 10 ; South Carolina, 8 ; Georgia, 10 ;

Florida, 3 ; Alabama, 9 ; Louisiana, 6 ; Mississippi, 7 ;

Texas, 4 ; Arkansas, 4 ; Missouri, 5 ; Tennessee, 11 ; Ken-
tucky, 91^ ; California, 4 ; Oregon, 3—138.

The question was then taken on the adoption

of the report as amended, the vote being taken

on each resolution separately, and with the ex-

ception of the one pledging the Democratic
party to abide by the decisions of the Supreme
Court on the subject of Slavery in the Territo-

ries—which was rejected—they were adopted
by a vote which was nearly unanimous.

The delegation from Alabama, by its Chair-

man, then presented a written protest, signed

by all its members, announcing their purpose to

withdraw from the Convention. They were
followed by the delegations from Mississippi,

Florida, Texas, all the Louisiana delegation

except two, all the South Carolina delegation

except three, three of the Arkansas delegation,

two of the Delaware delegation (including

Senator Bayard) and one from North Carolina.

The order of their withdrawal was as follows :

ALABAMA PROTESTS AND WITHDRAWS.

Mr. Walker, of Alabama.—Mr. President, I am in-

structed by the Alabama delegation to submit to this

Convention a communication, and, with your permission,
I will read it.

To THE Hon. Caleb Coshing,
JPresideni of the Bemocratio Kational Convert

tion, now in session in the City of Charleston,
South Carolina :

The undersigned delegates, representing tlie State of
Alabama in this Convention, respectfully beg leave to lay
before your honorable body the following statements of
facts :

On the eleventh day of January, 1860, the Democratic
party of the State of Alabama met in Convention, in the
city of Montgomery, and adopted, with singular unani-
mity, a series of resolutions herewith submitted

:

1. Resolved bj/ the Democrary of the State of Alabama in Con-
vention assembled. That holding all issues and principles upon
which they have heretofore atliliated and acted with the Na-
tional DeriiOf:ratic Party to be inferior iu dignHy and impor-
tance to the great question of Slavery, they content Ihemselve*



84 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

Wiih a general re-afririnai.„>^ of Ihf Cincinnati platform asto
Ruob issues, and also imlorse said piaiform as to fcla"-ery,

together with the foUowinji resol'iiioLS :

2. Jiesolted /urlfifr, That we re-allirm so much of the first

> resolution of ihe plaiforra adopted in ihe C'onvcniion by the

Democracy of this State, ou ihe 8ih of January, 18iJ6, as
relates to the subject of Slavery, lo-wil :

" The unquahfied
right of the people of ihe Slaveholding States lo ihe protection

of their property in Ihe Slates, in the Tern lories, and in the

wilderness, iu which Terriiorial Governments are as yet unor-
ganized."

3. £esoh-edfurther. That in order to meet and clear away all

obstacles to a full enjoyment of this right in the Territories,

we re-atUrm the principle of Ihe yth resolution of ihe flat-

form adopted in Convention by the Democracy of this State,

on the 14ih of February, ltU8, to wit :
" That il is the duly of

the General Government, by all proper legislalion, to secure
an entry into those Territories to all the citizrus of ihe United
States, together with their property of every description, and
that the same should be protected by the United Status while
the Territories are under its aulhoriiy."

4. Mesolved/urther, That the Constitution of the United States

is a compact between sovereign and co-eijual Slates, united
upon the basis of perfect equaUty of rights and privileges.

6. Resolvedfurther, That the Territories of the United States

are common properly, in which the States have equal rights,

and to which the citizens of every State may rightfully emi-
grate, with their slaves or other property recognized as such
in any of the States of the Union, or by the Constitution of the
Unile"d States.

6. Eesohed farther. That the Congress of Ihe United States

has no power to abolish Slavery in the Territories, or to pro-
hibit its introduction into any of them.

7. Sesoliieii further, That the Territorial Legislatures, creat-

ed by the legislation of Congress, have no power to abolish

Slavery, or lo prohibit ihe introduction of the same, or to im-
pair by unfriendly legislation the security and full enjoyment
of the same within the Terriiories ; and such constiluiional

power certainly does not belong to the people of the Territo-

ries in any capacity, before, iu the exercise of a lawful authori-

ty, they form a Constitution preparatory to admission as a
State into the Union ; and their action, in the exercise of such
lawful authority, certainly cannot operate or take effect before
their actual admission as a Slate into the Union.

8. EesoUedfurther. That the principles enunciated by Chief
Justice Taaey, in his opinion iu the Dred Scott case, deny lo

the Territorial Legislature ihe power to destroy or impair, by
Rny legislation whatever, the right of property in slaves, and
maintain it to be the duty of the Federal Government, in all

of its departments, lo protect the riiihts of the owner of such
property in the Terriiories ; and ihe principles so declared
are hereby asserted lo be the rights of the South, and the South
should maintain them.

9. Resolvedfurther, That we hold all of the foregoing propo-
Biiioas to contain cardinal princi^/les—true in themselves—and
just and proper, and necessary for the safety of all that is

Jear lo us ; and we do hereby instruct our deiegates to the
liharleston (.:oDvention to present them for the calm consider-
ition and approval of that body—from whose justice and
patriotism we anticipate their adoption.

10. Resolved fu,iher. That our delegates to the Charleston
Convention are hereby expressly Instructed to insist that said
Convention shall adoiJt a platform of principles, recognizing
tUsiinctly the rights of the ^oulh, as asserted in Ihe foregoing
resolutions ; and if the said National Convention shall refuse
lo adopt, in substance, the proposilions embraced in Ihe pre-
ceding resolutions, prior to nominating candidates, onr dele-
gates to said (Jonvenlion are hereby positively instructed to

withdraw therefrom.
11. Remhed furthir. That our delegates to the Charleston

Convention shall cast the vole of Alaliama as a unit, and a
majority of our delegates shall determine how the vote of this

Slate shall be given.
12. Resoh-ed further. That an Executive Committee, to con-

sist of one from each Congressional District, be appointed,
whose duly it shall be, in the event that our delegates with-
draw from Ihe Charleston Convention, in obedience lo the lOlh

resolution, to call a Conveniion of the Democracy of Alabama
to meet at an early day lo consider what is best lo be done.

Under these resolutions, the undersigned received their

appointment, and participated in the action of this Con-
vention.

By the resolution of instruction, the tenth in the series,

we were directed to insist that the platform adopted by
this Convention should embody, " in whole," the proposi-

tions embraced in the preceding resolutions, prior to

nominating candidates.

Anxioas, if possible, to continue our relations with this

Convention, and thus to maintain the nationality of the

Democratic party, we agreed to acce])t, as the substance
of the Alabama platform, either of the two reports sub-

mitted to this Convention by the majority of the Commit-
t«e on Resolutions—this majority representing not only

a majority of the States of the Union, liut also the only

States at all likely to be carried by the Democratic party
in the Presidential election. We beg to make these re-

ports a part of this communication.

[See heretofore the two sets of resolutions re-

ported by Mr. Avery.]

These reports received the indorsement in the Com-
mittee on Resolutions of every Southern State, and, had
either of them been adopted as the platform of principles

of tho Democratic party, although possibly in some re-

spects subject to criticism, we should not hive felt our-
selves in duty bound to withhold our acquiescence.
But it has been the pleasure of this Convention, by an

almost exclusive sectional vote, not representing a ma-
jority of the Democratic electoral vote, to adopt a plat-

form which does not, in our opinion, nor in the opinion
of those who urge it, embody in substance tlie principles
of the Alabama resolutions. That Platform is as follows :

[Here follow Mr. Samuels' resolutions as adop-
ted. See Platform.]

The points of difiference between the Northern and
Southern Democracy are

;

1st. As regards tiie status of Slavery as a political in-

stitution in tlie Territories whilst they remain Territories,

and the power of the people of a Territory to exclude it

by unfriendly legislation ; and
2d. As regards tiie duty of the Federal Government to

protect the owner of slaves in the enjoyment of his pro-
perty in the Territories so long as they remain such.

This Convention has refused, by the Platform adopted,
to settle either of these pr,(;ipo?itions in favor of the South.
We deny to the people of a'ferritory any power to legis-

late against tlie institution of Slavery; and we assert
that it is the duty of the Federal Government, in all itJ

departments, to protect the ow6er of slaves in the enjoy,
nient of his property in the Territories. These princi-
ples, as we state them, are embodied in the Alabama
Platform.
Here, then, is a plain, explicit and direct issue between

this Convention and the constituency which we have the
honor to represent in this body.

Instructed as we are, not to waive this issue, the con-
tingency, therefore, has arisen, when, in our opinion, it

becomes our duty to withdraw from this Convention.
We beg, sir, to communicate this fact through you, and
to assure the Convention that we do so in no spirit of

anger, but under a sense of imperative obligation, pro-
perly appreciating its responsibilities and cheerfully sub-
mitting to its consequences.

L. P. Walker, Chairman.
J. S. Lyon,
John A. Winston,
Robert G. Scott,
A. B. Mkek,
J. R. Brearb,
H. D. Smith,
Jas. Irwin,
W. L. Yancey,
D. W. Baink,
N. H. R. Dawson,
R. M. Patton,
W. C. MCIVER,

0. 0. Harper,
Lewis H. Cato,
Jno. AV. Portis,
F. G. Norman,
W. C. GOILD,
JttLIDS C. B. MiTCHlXL,
W. C. Sherkoi),

G. G. Griffin,
J. T. Bradford,
T. J. BURNH.TT,
A. G. Henry,
Wm. M. Brooks,
R. Chapman.

Mr. Walker also presented a resolution to the

effect that no other person than the retiring dele-

gates had any authority to represent Alabama
in the Convention.

The Alabama delegation then withdrew from
the hall.

MISSISSIPPI WITHDRA'VrS.

Mr. Barry, of Mississippi.—I am instructed by the

Mississippi delegation to state that they retire from tlit

Conveniion with the delegation from Alabama. (Cheers.)

They have prepared a protest, which they desire to sub-

mit, but by accident it is not now here. I desire also to

state that they have adopted unanimously a resolution

that they are the only delegates—which is uncontested

—

and that no one is or shall be authorized to represent

them in their absence upon the Hoor of the Couvention.
(Cheers.)

Mr. Mouton, of Louisiana.—Mr. President, I have but

a short communication to make to the Convention. I do
not do it as an individual. I am authorized to say by
Ihe delegates representing Louisiana in this Convention,
that they will not participate any longer in the proceed-

ings of this Convention. (Cheers.) Heretofore we have
been in the habit of saying that the Democracy of the

counti-y was harmonious. (Laughter.) Can we say so

to-day with any truth? Are we not divided, and divided

in such a manner that we can never be reconciled, be-

cause we are divided upon principle? Caawe agree to

the Platform adopted by the majority of the Convention,
and then go home to our constituents and put one con-
struction on it, while Northern Democrats put another?
No, Mr. President, I think I speak the sentiment of my
State when I say that she will never play such a part.

(Cheers.) If we are to fight the Black Republicans to.

gether, let us do it with a bold front; let us use tlie sanii

arms; let us sustain the same principles. I was willin{j
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ihis morning, in. order to (io away with t)ie necessity of

:ill Miese votfs, anii to ascertain if ttiere was a iiiajnrity

tinre really to impose upon us such a Platform— I was
willing, myself, that the majority of tiie Convention siiouid

retire and prepare such a Platform as suited them, and
to take a vote upon it, and if tliat Platform did not give

us those guarantees wliich we are entitled to under the

Constitution, then we would have been ready to do what
we are now doing. Tlie Platl'orui which the majority of

this Convention has adopt-d does not give us those ginir-

antees which we are entitled to for the protection of our

property in the Territories. We wish to wear no two faces

in this contest. We wish to meet the B'ack Republicans

with their abominable doctrines boldly ; and if our friends,

the Democrats from the Free States, cannot join us and
fight with us, we must fight our own battle. We are ready
to meet the issue made l)y the Black Republicans like

men, but we shall battle for what we conceive to be the

truth, and not for profit. For these reasons, I am autho-

rized by my delegation to announce that they withdraw
from the Convention. At the same time, I should state

the fact that two of the delegation do not join us in this

movement. (Loud cheers.) At the same time, I should

state that those who sent us here instructed us to vote as

a unit, and we contend, therefore, that we are entitled to

give the whole vote of the State, and that no one else is

entitled to give it or to divide it.

Mr. Mouton made some additional remarks,

but owinir to the confusion whicli prevailed in

the hall, the reporter was unable to hear them.

Mr. Glenn, of Mississippi.—Mr. President and gentle-

men of this Convention : For the first time, for the only

time, for the last time, in the name of the State that I

have the honor in part to represent here, I desire to say
but a few words to this Convention. I hold in my hand
the solemn act of her delegation upon this floor, and I

Ba.v to you, gentlemen, that it is not a hasty action ; that

it is not one conceived in passion, or carried out in caprice
or disappointment. It is the firm resolve of the great

body of the people whom we represent, which was ex-

pressed in the Convention tliat sent us here, and that re-

solve, that people, and we, their representatives, will

maintain at all cost and at all hazards. (Loud cheers.)

We came here not to dictate to the representatives of

other sovereign States. Since we have been here, our in-

tercourse has been courteous so far as personalities are
concerned. We have all sought, and I believe have all

been able, to conduct ourselves as gentlemen. But we did
not come here to exercise the courtesies of life alone.
We came to settle the principles upon which our party
must re«t and must stand. We came here, gentlemen of
the North, not to ask you to adopt a principle which you
could say was opposed to your consciences and to your
principles. We did not believe it to be so. We came as
equal members of a common confederacy, simply to ask
you to acknowledge our equal rights within that confede-
racy. (Cheers.) Sir, at Cincinnati we adopted a Plat-
form on which we all agreed. Now answer me, ye men
of the North, of the East, of the South, and of the West,
what was the construction placed upon that Platform in

different sections of the Union ? You at the West said it

meant one thing, we of the South said it meant another.
Either we were right or you were right ; we were wrong
or you were wrong. We came here to ask you which was
right and which was wrong. You have maintained your
position. You say that you cannot give us an acknow-
ledgment of that right, which I tell you here now, in

coming time will be your only safety in your contests
with the Black Republicans of Ohio and of the North.
(Cheers.)
Why. sir, turn back to the history of your own leading

men. There sits a distinguished gentleman, (Hon. Charles
E. Stuart, of Michigan,) once a representative of one of
the sovereign States of the Union in tiie Senate, who
then voteil that Congress had the constitutional power to
pass the Wilmot Proviso, and to exclude Slavery from the
Territories; and now, when the Supreme Court has said
that it has not that power, he comes forward and tells

Mississippians that that same Congress is impotent to
protect that same species of property. There sits my
distinguished friend, the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Pugh,)
who, but a few nights since, told us from that stand that
if a Territorial G^ivernuient totally misused their powers
or abused ttiem, Congress could wipe out that Territorial
Government altogether. And yet, when we come here
and ask him to give us protection in case that Territorial
Government mbs us of our property and strikes the star
which answers to the name of Mississippi from the flag of
the Union, so far as the Constitution gives her protection,
he tells us, with his hand upon his heart — as Gov. Payne,
of Ohio, had before done—that they will part with ihf—

llyes before they will acknowledge the principle which we
contend for.

Gentleiiien, in such asitiiation of things in thf Conven-
tion of our great party, it U lig it that we should part.
Go your way, and we will go ours. The South leaves y.u
— not like llagar, driven into the wilderne<s, friend esv

and alone—but I tell Southern men here, and for tlieiii, I

ull iiie North, tliat, in less I an sixty ilay ,
you vili fi ,d

a united South stamling side by side with us. (Prolonged
and enthusiastic cheering )

We stand firm and immovable, and while we re!>pect

you, we must respect ourselves. And, gentlemen, let ine

say to you of the North now, that the time may come
when you will need us more than we need you. I speak
to those who represent " the green hills of New Knglano ;"

I speak to the "imperial center "of the Union. There
slumbers in your midst a latent spark—not of political
sectionalism, but of social discord—which may yet re-

quire the conservative principles of the S'lUth to save
your region of country from anarchy and confusion.
We need not your protection. The power of the Black
Republicans is nothing to us. We are safe in our own
strength and security, so long as we maintain our rigit-'.

Gentlemen, I have detained you too long. I a^k. in

conclusion, that the few words which are here written —
words of courtesy, but words of truth so far as my glori-

ous State is concerned—may be read in your hearing.

Mr. Mathews, of Mississippi, then read the
following document.

7'o the President of the Democratic Convention :

Sir: As Chairman of the delegation, which has the
honor to represent the State of Mississip))i upon this
floor, I desire to be heard by you and by the Convention.
In common consultation we have met here, the repre-

sentatives of sister States, to resolve the principles of a
great party. While maintaining principles, we profess
no spirit save that of harmony, conciliation, the succeis
of our party, and the safety of our organization. But to
the former the latter must yield—for no organization is

valuable without it, and no success is honorable whi^jh
does not crown it.

We came here simply asking a recognition of the eqia'
rights of our State under the laws and Constitution of . ..r

common Government; that our right to property should
be asserted, and the protection of that projierty, wlen
necessary, should be yielded by the Government whicli
claims our allegiance. We had regarded government
and protection as correlative ideas, and that so long as
the one was maintained the other still endured.
After a deliberation of many days, it has been an-

nounced to us by a controlling majority of Representa-
tives of nearly one-half the States of this Union, and that
too, in the most solemn and impressive manner, that our
demand cannot be met and our rights cannot be recog-
nized. While it is granted that the capacity of the
Federal Government is ample to protect all other pro-
perty within its jurisdiction, it is claimed to be impotent
when called upon to act in favor of a species of property
recognized in fifteen sovereign States. Within those
States, even Black Republicans admit it to be guaranteed
by the Constitution, and to be only assailed by a Higher
Law ; without them, they claim the power to prohibU or
destroy it. The controling majority of Northern repre-
sentatives on this floor, while they deny all power to
destroy, equally deny all power to protect ; and this, they
assure us, is, and must, and shall be the condition of our
coijperation in the next Presidential election.

In this state of afl'airs, our duty is plain and obvious.
Tiie State which sent us here, announced to us her prin-
cip es. In common with seventeen of her sister States,
she has asked a recognition of her Constitutional rights.
These have been plainly and explicitly denied to her.
We have offered to yield everything except an abandon-
ment of her rights—everything except her honor—and
it has availed us nothing.
As the Representatives of Mississippi, knowing her

wishes—as honorable men, regarding her commands—we
withdraw from the Convention, and, as far as our action
is concerned, absolve her from all connection with this
body, and all responsibility for its action.
To you, sir, as presiding officer of the Convention while

it has existed in its integrity, we desire, collectively as a
delegation, and individually as men, to tender the highest
assurances of our profound respect and consideration.
Signed : D. C, Glen, Chairman of the Mississippi dele-

gation ; George H. Gordon, James Drone, Beverly
Mathews, J. T. Simms, .Iose|)h R.Davis, W. S. Wilson,
Isaac Eiiloe, Charles Edwanl Hooker, W. H. H. Tison,
Etlielbert Carksdale, W. S. Barry, J. M. Thomson.

Mr. .Mathews then announced that a meeting
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of all those wlio sympathized with them in this

movement would be held at 8 o'clock this even-

ing, in St. Andrew's Hall.

The Mississippi delegation then withdrew from

the Convention.

SOUTH CAROLINA WITHDRAWS.

The H"n. James Simons, of South Carolina.—Mr. Pre-

sident, I am directed by the delegation from South Caro-
lina respectfully to present the following document.

To THE Hon. Caleb Ccshing,

President of the Charleston Convention

:

We, the undersigned Delegates appointed by the Demo-
cratic State Convention of South Carolina, beg leave re-

spectfully to state that, according to the principles enunci-

ated in their Platform at Coluuibia, the power, either of

the Federal Government or of its agent, the TeiTito-

rial Government, to abolish or legislate against property

in slaves, by either direct or indirect legislation, is especi-

ally denied ; and as the Platform adopted by the Conven-
tion palpably and intentionally prevents any expression

affirming the incapacity of the Territorial Government so

to legislate, that they would not be acting in good faith to

theu' principles, or in accordance with the wishes of their

constituents, to longer remain in this Convention, and
they hereby respectfully announce their withdrawal there-

from.

James Simons, Thos. Y. Simons,

S. McGowAN, Jas. Patterson,
B. H. Wilson, B. H. Brown,
R. B. BOYLSTON, J. A. Metts,
Jas. H. Witherspoon, John S. Preston.
E. W. Chables, Franklakd Gaillard.

G. N. Reynolds, Jr.

The reading of this paper was greeted with

frequent bursts of most enthusiastic cheering

on the floor and in the galleries.

I am further instructed to say, that the communication
is signed by all the delegation but three members.

The South Carolina delegation then withdrew
from the Convention amidst loud cheering.

FLORIDA RETIRES.

Mr. Milton, of Florida.—Mr. President : Representing
the State of Florida, it is with feelings of sadness that I

present myself before you to bid adieu to the men of

tnlent and men of high and noble feelings from the North
and West, who have met us here upon this occasion.

But differences have arisen between us which, as honor-
able men, we cannot adjust. It has been asked, time and
again, why we should invite gentlemen from the North-
west, the North and the East, to come and occupy higher
ground than we did when we stood together and
triumphed on the Cincinnati Platform? Since that time,

gentlemen, according to your own report, a mighty
power has arisen in your midst, deriving much of its

strength and support from the Democrats of the North.
I allude to the Black Republican party—a parly which
promulgates to the country that they have a higher law,

a law known only to themselves—I hope not known to

you—but superior to the Constitution. And, gentlemen,
let me tell you that we came here expecting to be met
hand in hand, and henrl in heart, and to have formed a
line shoulder to shoulder with you to drive back this

swelling tide of fanaticism. But, gentlemen, how have
we been met by you? I am proud to say that we have
been met with higli-toned generosity by Oregon and Cali-

fornia. (Cheers.) I am proud to say that supporters of

our claim for equal rights have boldly presented them-
selves from the good old State of Pennsylvania. (Cheers.)

While we have entertained great respect for your tulent

and integrity, yet we bid adieu to you of the Northwest
without so much feeling of regret, as you have hardened
your hearts and stiffened your necks against the rights of

the South. (Cheers and laughter.) Bat, we say to you,
gentlemen from Oregon and California, and Pennsylvania
and other States, who have come forward with the hand
of fellowship, that we part from you with feelings of

heartfelt sorrow.
Mr. Ran<iall, of Pennsylvania.—And New-Jersey.
Mr. Milton.—I did not forget New-Jersey, nor cnuld I

forget Massachusetts. My remark was general. Where-
ever and whenever a gentlemen from the North, the

East or the West, has had the manliness to rise up and
Vindicate our rights, our hearts have been at his com-
mand. (Cheers.)
We thank you, gentlemen, for the courtesies we have

received anongst you, and which we have returned trit'a

the kindest feelings of our hearts. We part from you
without any unkind feeling. We respect you as gentle-

men, but differing, as we do, upon principles vital to om
most sacred interests, in the same spirit of wisdom and
affection which caused Abraham and Lot to pass on, on»
in one direction and the other in a different one, we bi(?

you a most respectful adieu. (Loud cheers.) One inor»

remark, and I have done. The delegation from the State

of Florida has unanimously passed a resolution that no
one is authorized, when we shall retire, to represent

Florida in this Convention. I confess, in all frankness,
that I deem the resolution wholly unnecessary, because
I believe there is too high a sense of hnnor amongst gen-

tlemen here from the North, and the East, and the AVest,

to permit any man to skulk in here to represent Florida.

Mr. Eppes, of Florida, then read the following protesta-

tion :

To the Hon. Caleb Cushing,

President of the Democraiie National Convention :

The undersigned, Democratic delegates from the State

of Florida, enter this their solemn protest against the

action of the Convention in voting down the Platform of

the majority.
Florida, with her Southern sisters, is entitled to a clear

and unambiguous recognition of her rights in the Terri-

tories, and this being refused by the rejection of the

majority report, we protest against receiving the Cincin-

nati Platform with the interpretation that it favors the

doctrine of Squatter Sovereignty in the Territories

—

which doctrine, in the name of the people represented by
us, we repudiate.

T. J. Kppes, B. P. Wardlaw, John Milton, J. B. Owens,
C. F. Dyke, delegates from Florida.

The delegates from Florida, before retiring, have
unanimou.sly adopted the following Resolution :

Resolved, That no person, not a regularly appointed
delegate, has a right to cast the vote of the State ol

Florida in this Convention.
John Milton, Chairman of Delegation.

TEXAS WITHDRAWS.

Mr. Bryan, of Texas, who was received with loud cheers,

said : Mr. President and gentlemen of the Conventionr—
Texas, through her delegates on this floor, on the laud ol

Calhoun, where "truth, justice and the Constitution"
was proclaimed to the South, says to the South—this day
you stand erect. (Loud cheers.) Whilst we deprecata
the necessity which calls for our parting with the dele-

gates from the other States of tliis Confederacy, yet it is

an event that we, personally, have long looked to. Edu-
cated in a Northern College, I there first learned that
there was a North and a South ; there were two literary

Societies, one Northern and the other Southern. In the

Churches, the Methodist C'hurch, the Baptist Church, the
Presbyterian Church, are North a.nd South. Gentlemen
of the North and Northwest, God grant that there may
be but one Democratic party ! It depends upon your
action, when you leave here, whether it shall be so. Give
not aid and comfort to the Black Republican hosts ; but

say to the South, " You are our equals in this Confederacy,
and your lives, your persons and property, equally with

those of the Northern States, are protected by the Con-
stitution of the Federal Union." What is it that we, the

Southern Democrats, are asking you to acknowledge?
Analyze it and see the meaning ; and it is this—that we
will not ask quite as much of you as the Black Republi-
cans, and if you only grant what we ask, we can fight

them. We blame you not if you really hold these opinions,

but declare them openly, and let us separate, as did
Abraham and Lot. 1 hnve been requested to read this

protest on the part of the delegates from Texas, and to

ask the courtesy of the Convention that it be spread upon
the minutes of its proceedings.

Hon. Caleb Cushing,

President of the Democratic National Contention :

The undersigned, delegates from the State of Texas,

would respectfully protest against the late action of thia

Convention, in refusing to adopt the report of the majority

of the Committee on Resolutions, which operates as the

virtual adoption of principles atfirmmg doctrines in oppo-

sition to the decision of the Supreme (ilourt in the JJred
Scott case, and in conflict with the Federal Constitution,

and especially opposed to the platform of the Democratic
party of Texas, which declares :

1st. That the Democratic party of the State of Texas
reaffirm and concur in the principles contained in the

platform of the National Democratic Convention, held at

Cincinnati in June, 1856, as a true expression of poliUcal

faith and Of jiion, and herewith reassert and set forth thi"



NATIONAL CONVENTIONS AND PLATFORMS. w
principles therein cor^taineJ, as embracing the only doc-

lime which can preserve the integrity of the Union and
tiie equal rights of the States, "expressly rejecting any
interpretation thereof favoring the doctrine known as

S(iuatter Sovereignty," and that we will continue to ad-

here to and abide by the principles and doctrines of the

Virginia and Kentucky resolutions of 1798 and 1799 and
Mr. Madison's i-eport relative thereto.

2d. That it is tlie right of every citizen to take his

property, of any kind, including slaves, into the common
territory belonging eiiually to all the States of the Con-

federacy, and to have it protected there under the Federal

Constitution. Neitlier Congress nor a Territorial Legisla-

ture, nor any human power, has any authority, either

directly or indirectly, to impair these sacred rights; and
they having been affirmed by the decision of the Supreme
Court in the Dred Saott case, we declare that it is the

duty of the i^ederal Government, the common agent of all

the States, to establish such government, and enact such

laws for the Territories, and so change the same, from

time to time, as may be necessary to insure the protection

and preservation of these riglits, and prevent every in-

fringement of the same. The affirmation of this principle

of the duty of Congress to simply protect the rights of pro-

perty, is nowise in conflict with tlie heretofore established

and well-organized principles of the Democratic party,

tliat Congress does not possess the power to legislate

Slavery into the Territories, or to exclude it therefrom.

Kecognizing these declarations of principles as instruc-

tions to us for our government in the National Convention,

and believing that a repudiation of them by all the

Northern States, except the noble States of Oregon and
California, the whole vote of which is more than doubtful

in the ensuing Presidential election, demand from us our
unqualified disapproval.

The undersigned do not deem this the place or time to

discuss the practical illustration that has been given of the

irrepressible conflict between the Northern and Southern
States, that has prevailed in this Convention for the last

(veek.

It is sufficient to say that, if the principles of the

Northern Democi-acy are properly represented by the

opinion and action of the majority of the delegates from
tiiat section on this floor, we do not hesitate to declare
that their principles are not only not ours, but, if adhered
to and enforced by them, will destroy this Union.
In consideration of the foregoing facts, we cannot

remain in the Convention. We consecjuently respectfully

withdraw, leaving no one authorized to cast the vote of the
State of Texas.
Guv M. Bryan, Chairman ; F. R. Lubbock, P. S. Stock-

dale, E. Greer, H. R. Runnells, \Vm. B. Ochiltree, M. W.
Covey, \Vm. H. Parsons, R. Ward, J. F. Crosby.

ARKANSAS RETIRES.

Mr. Burrosv, of Arkansas, read the following

protest.

Bon. Caleb CnsniNG,

President of Charleston CorvveiUion :

The undersigned, delegates accredited by the Demo-
cracy of Arkansas to represent said Democracy in the

Convention of the Democracy of the United States, assem-
bled on the 28d April, 1860, beg leave to submit the follow-

ing protest, against certain actions of this Convention,
and statement of the causes which, in their opinion, require
them to retire from this Convention ;

1st. The Convention of the Democracy of the State of
Arkansas, convened at Little Rock on the '2d day of April,

1860, passed among other things, the following resolutions,

viz. :

1st. Resolved, We the Democracy of Arkansas, through our
representatives in CorivenUoii assembled, proclaim our conS-
dence in the virtue and iutellisence of the people, and im-
abated faith in the principles of the Democracy.

2d. We reaffirm the political principl«s enunciated in the
Cincinnati platform by the Democracy of the United St.atfs

m June, 18o6, and assert as illustrative thereof, that ueithfr
Congress nor a Terrhorial Legislature, whether bv direi-t

legislation or by legislation of an'inJirect and unfriend'lv <h ir-

acter, possesses the power to annul or impair the constit'ui ioual
rights of any citizen of the United Slates to take his slave pro-
perty into the common Territories, and there hold and enjny
the same, and that if experience should at anv time prove ih,-

Judiciary and executive power do not possess 'the means to in-

sure protection to constitutional rights in a Territorv—and if

the Territorial Government should fail or refuse to provide
the necessary reme lies for thai purpose, it will be the"duty of
Congress to supply the deficiency.

3d. That the representatives of the Democracy of Arkans.is
In the Charleston Convention be instructed to insist upon ihe
recosuition by said Convention of the purpose hureinhefore
declared, prior to balloting for any candidate for the Presi-
dency ; and if saM Oonv^'ntion ri-fuse to recognize the rii,'hts

uf the South iu the Territories of the United States, the reprc-

sentativeg of the Democracy of Arkansa.^ be Instructed to
retire from said Convention, and refuse to aid In die Belection
of any candidate whomsoever by said Ojnvenilon.

4lh. That the unity of the Democraliu party and Ihe safety
of the South demands the adoption of the two-thirds rule by
the (y'harleslon Convention of the Democracy of the United
Slates, and that our delegates to said (Jonvenlion be required
to insist upon and maintain the adoption thereof as an Indis-
pensable necessity.

In accordance with the instructions contained in resolu-
tion 3d above, one of the undersigned had the honor, on
the second day of the session of this Convention, to offer

to the consideration of this Convention the following rei^
lution, viz.

:

%
'" Kennhtd, That the Convention will not proceed to nomi-

nate a candidate fur the Presidency until ijje Platform shall
have been made "

—

Which said resolution was passed by the Convention witli

great unanimity. Subsequently, the Committee on Reso-

I

lutions and Platform, appointed by the Convention, in ac-
cordance with the usages and customs of the Democratic
party of the United States, agreed upon and reported to

! this Convention a platform of principles, recognizing the

I

principle contained in the resolutions of the Democracy of
' Arkansas, above recited, and fully asserting the equal
I rights of the Southern States in the common Territories of

I

the United States, and the duty of the Federal Govern-
' ment to protect those rights when necessary, according to

i the usages and customs of the Democracy of the United
' States, as developed by the practice of said Democracy as-

I

semliled in Convention on former occasions, and in strict

accordance, as is believed by the undersigned, with the
I compact and agreement made by and between the

i

Democrats of the several States, upon which the Con-
ventions of the Democrac.y of the United States were
agreed first to be founded, and assented to by the

I several Southern States. The report and determination

j

of the Conuiiittee on Platform became and was hencefor-
ward the platform of the Democracy of the United
States, and this Convention had no duty to perform in re-

lation thereto but to receive, confirm and publish the

i same, and cause it to be carried into effect wherever iu

( the respective States the Democracy were able to enforce
their decrees at the ballot box.
The undersigned are confirmed in this opinion by

reference not only to the history of the past, which
shows that in all instances the sovereignty of the States,

and not the electoral votes of the States, has uniformly
been represented in the Committee on Platforms, and
that the report of the Committee has invariably been
registered as the supreme law of the Democratic party by
unanimous consent of the entire Convention, without
changing or in any manner altering any part or portion
thereof. It is asserted, as a part of our traditional policy,

and confidently believed, that the Democracy of tho
United States, by a peculiar system of checks and
balances, formed after the fashion of the Federal Govern-
ment, were contracted and bound themselves to fully

recognize the sovereignty of the States in making the
platform, and the population or masses of the States in

naming the candidate to be placed on the platform. That
many States have been uniformly allowed to vote the full

strength of their electoral college in these Conventions
when it was well known that said States never heretofore,

and probably would never hereafter give a single elec-

toral vote at the polls to the candidate which they had so

large a share in nominating, cannot be accounted for on
any other principle than that it was intended only as a
recognition of the sovereignty and equality of said States.

Would it be right at this time for the numerical majo-
rity to deprive all the Black Republican States repre-
sented on this floor of their representation, which by
custom they have so long enjoyed, s.mply because it is

now evident that they are or will be unable to vote the
Democratic ticket in the next Presidential election?
By common consent we say that a reckless numerical

majority should not be thus allowed tn tiead under foot

the vested rights of those States and well established
usages and customs of the party.

If thus it be wrong for the numerical majority to
deprive the Black Republican States of this long vested
right, how much more unjust is it for the numerical
majority to deprive all the States of their vested right

to make and declare the platform in the usual and
customat-y manner ? and when we call to mind that the
numerical majority resides chiefly in the Black Keiiubli-

oan States, to whom the South has uniformly accorded
so large a privilege, in naming candidates who were
alone to be elected by Southern votes, we have much
reason to believe that he to whom you gave an inch
seems emboldened thereby to demand an ell.

The undersigned beg leave to state that many patriotic
States' Right Democrats in the South, have long con-
tended that these Conventions of the Democracy, repre-
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sentiDg in fact the whole consolidated strength of the
Union, acting through party sympathy upon the indivi-
dual nieiiibeis of society, would ultimate in a despotic,
colossal centraKsni, possessed of power to override and
destroy at its will and pleasure the constitutions and
reserved rights of any and all the States. The South,
however, lias heietofore felt safe because of the checks
and balances imposed u|.on the machinery of the Con-
ventions. The South felt that where she retained an
equal power to write the creed of faith, she could trust
her Norihum sisters, with their immense populations, to
name the candidate ; and all would alike support the
creed and the candidate.
The unders.gued, well knowing the hostility of the

Nortjurn masses toward the "peculiar institutions" of
the South, and calling to mind the relative numbers of
the JJofthern and Southern States, assert with confidence
that no Southern State in the Union would ever have
consented to surrender, so abjectly and hopelessly, all
their fortunes to the numerical majority who have just
now voted to set aside the Platform, unless upon the full
assurance that tlie States we e entitled by agreement to
make and establish the creed of faith and prescribe the
rule of action. This violation of plighted faith on the
part of tlie numerical majo ity—this violation of the well
established usage and custom of the party—drive us to the
conclusion that we cannot longer safely trust the fortunes
of Slaveholding States to the chances of the numerical
majority in a Convention, where all the Black Uepubli-
cans of the Union, the immense populations of Jiassa-
chusetts, New-Vork, i'enusylvania and Ohio, and other
Northe.n States, are fully rep esented, on the one side,
against the small ]iopulations from the slave States on
the other. Had these populations adhered strictly to
the usages and customs of the party, longer association
might have been practicable ; but annihilation is staring
us in the face, and we are admonished of our duty to
stand upon our reserved rights.

We declare, therefore, that we believe our mission to
this Convention at an end :

1st. because the numerical majority have usurped the
prerogatives of the Slates in setting" aside the Platform
made by the States, and have thus unsettled the basis of
this Convention, and thereby pemianently disorganized
its constitution. Its decrees, therefore, become null and
void.

2d. Because we were positively instructed by the
Democracy of Arkansas to insist on the recognition of
the equal rights of the South in the common Territories,
and p oteclion to those rights by the Federal Gov-
e.nmen!, jirior to any nomination of a candidate ; and
as this Con\ eiit;on has refused to recognize the prin-
ciple required by the State of Ajkausas, in her popular
Convention first, and twice subsequently re-asserted by
Arkansas, together with all her Southern sisters, in there-
port of a Platform to this Convention ; and as we cannot
serve two masters, we are determined first to serve the
Lord our God. We cannot ballot for any candidate
whatsoever.

Sd. In retiring, we deny to any person, or persons,
any right whatever to cast hereafter, in this Convention,
either our vote or tlie vote of Arkansas on any proposi-
tion which may, or can, possibly come up for considera-
tion. The Delegates of Arkansas cannot take any part
in placing a sound candidate on an unsound platform,
because it would disgrace any sound Southern man who
would consent to stand on such a platform ; and, as a
Squatter Sovereignty Platform has been adopted, we
believe good faith and honor requires that the Chief of
Squatter Sovereignty should he placed on it. We wish
no part or lot in such misfortune, nor do we believe that
we can safely linger under the shade of the upas tree,
this day planted certainly.

P. JiinnAN,

B. Blrrciw,
V.4N 11. Manning.

Mr. Burrow stated, after reading the paper,
that the gentlemen who had sia;iied represented
both wings of the State— all its public nieii, its

hopes, it character, and its fortunes.

Mr. Johnson, of Arkansas, as Cliairman of the Arkansas
delegation, desired to say a single word to go along with
the paper which had been read. It was his desire that that
portion of the Arkansas delegation who had concluded to
leave the Convention should have paused until the delega-
tion could have had a consultation. Why did he hesitate ?

It was because he conceived that the stability of the Union
itself was involved in the action taken Here by the
Southern representatives.
He had been taught from childhood to believe that if

the Union was to be preserved at all, it was to be preserved

by the Democratic party as a unit. (Cheers.) He wished
to consult with other Southern men as to the best course
to be pursued—(cheers)—reserving to liimself the right to
decide the question, which he would do in a few hours.
His heart and all the feelings of his nature were with those
Southern men who had seen proper to leave the Conven-
tion ; but, at the same time, he hesitated between his per-
sonal feeling* and his duty to his own people. If he could
get a good sound Southern nuin for President, he would be
willing to take him on this platform. (Cheers.)

The Georgia delegation asked leave to retire

for consultation, which was granted.

Messrs. Bajard and "Whiteley, two of the six

delegates from Delaware, retired from the Con-
vention and joined the seceders.

Mr. Saulsbury, (U. S. Senator,) of Delaware,
stated his reason for not retiring with his col-

leagues, and the Convention adjourned.

On Tuesday, May 1st, the President stated

the regular order of business to be the motions
to reconsider, and the motions to lay the no-
tions to reconsider on the table, by which the

various resolutions constituting the Platform
were adopted. Pending the determination of
these questions, yesterday evening, the chair-

man of several of the delegations rose to ques-

tions of privilege, under whieii their delegations

retired from the hall. When the Convention
adjourned the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.

Merrick) was upon the floor.

GEORGIA RETIRES.

Mr. Benning of Georgia.—-Mr. President : On yesterday
afternoon the delegation from Georgia obtained the leave
of the Convention to retire for the purpose of consulting
as to the course they would pursue in consequence of the
action taken by the Convention in the previous part 0/

the day. They retired, and they have since been engage<i
in consultation. The}' have considered the questions in-

volved, with as much maturity and care as they could be-

stow upon them, and they have come to a conclusion as tc

the course they ought to pursue. That conclusion is con-

tained in two resolutions which I hold in my hand, anci

which I will now read to the Convention.

Resolved, That, upon the opening of the Convention this

morning, our Chairman be requested to state to the President
that the Georgia delegation, after mature deliberation, have
felt it be their duty, under existing cii-cum.slances, not to par-
ticipate further iu the deliberatioiis of the Convention, and
that, therefore, the delegation withdraw.

Eenolved, That all who acquiesce in the foregoing resolution
sign the same, and request the Convention to enter it on their
records.

(Signed,)
JcNibs WiNGFiELD, Henry L. Benkin<;,
Henry R. Jackson, P. Tracy,
J. M. Clark, Jefferson N. Lamar,
Wm. M. Slaughter, Edmokd J. McGebeb,
John A. Jones, Geo. Hillyer,
David C. Bakrow, Mark Johnston,
Jas. J. Diaman, Kdward R. Hardest,
A. Franklin Hill, John H. Lcmpkin,
Ed. L. Stroheckbb, G. G. Fair,
O. C. Gibson, James Hoge,
Henry O. Thomas, W. J. Johnson.

The undersigned, delegates from Georgia, having voted In
the meeting of the delegaiiou against withdrawing from the
Convention, yet, believe, under the instructions contained in
the resolution of the Georgia Convention, that the vote of the
majority should control our motion, and we therefore with
draw with the majority.

J. T. Ikvin, Julian Hartridge,
W. H. Hull, L. H. Driscoe.

This paper is signed by twenty-six out of the thirty-three

or thirty-four dc'egatcs in that Convention from the Stale

of Georgia.
I have now, Mr. President, discharged the duty Thich

has been intrusted to me by my delegation.

The majority of the Georgia delegation then retired

from the hall.

Mr. Johnson, of Arkansas.—I do not desire to detain

this Convention for a moment. On yesterday evening 1

stated to the Convention that I should come here this

mornuig and tell them what was m.v conclusion, and what
was the conclusion of the portion of the delegation from
the State of Arkansas wliich then thought proper to re-

main in the Convention. We are now ready to take that

step which our judgment dictates to be right. In acco>'''-

ance with our duty here, we wanted time to pause and
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consider calmly with our sister Southern States, in rela- I toriea, by inaction. unfrienMly IftijiBlatlon or oth<>rwlRe, should

tlpn to the proper course to be pursued. We have calmly endanger thp tenure of hucTi property, or (iLm-rimii.aie againtt

and with fiplihpv;,tinn nonsi.Ierf-d the matter, and we he- !
" 'jy WUUiol.iing that pro.ection (jlveii to olhftr specieB of pro

lieve

to the proper course to be pursuea. VVe tiave calmly enuangKrinp lenure oi nucn properiy, or ui.-t.;riiiiiMi

with deliberation considered the matter, and we be- '< '^y "f''^'^>''l'''"S.'haM)ro.ection j,Myeii to olhe^

it to be an imperative duty which we'owe to ^^{^^^l;; S^.^^^^-^^^fi,^ ^Z:'^^^:!^^^';^^'!:;^
South, and we are i-eady to take our course.

Now, sir, I desire to appeal to Virginia, the mother of

States, and the mother of Democracy, and to ask them
whether the principle contained in the majority report of

this Convention, signed by seventeen States, is right or is

wrong ? Did you indorse it, or did you not ?

Mr. Smith, of Wisconsin, raised the question of order,

that the gentleman had no right to make sectional appeals
in this Convention.

Mr. Johnson.—I desire to do no such thing. I do not
understand the principles of the majority report to be
sectional. I understand them to be national. But, Mr.
President, 1 only desire, in behalf of a portion of the dele-

gates, to say that we came here with a view to stand by
the principles of our people and of the Union, and when
we have found the Convention acting in violation of those
principles, we feel ourselves compelled to retire from the
Hall. I will only remark in conclusion, that the Vice-Pre-
sident from my State has been charged with presenting

a protest on the part of a portion of our declaration.

Mr. Terry, of Arkansas, then read the following paper
to the Convention

:

To the Hon. Caleb CnsHiNG, President:

The undersigned, Delegates from Arkansas, ask permis-
Bion to make the following statement : We have, thus far,

abstained from taking any active part in the measures
which were consummated on yesterday, in this Conven-
tion, by the withdrawal, in whole or in part, of several
Southern States. We have counseled our Southern friends

to patience and forbearance ; and, while we were con-
scious of causes sufficient to induce them to this step, yet
we still hoped some more auspicious event would transpire
that would avert its necessity. Nothing has occurred to

palliate these causes. Hence we cannot hesitate in our
course, and therefore ask permission to withdraw and sur-

render to our State the liigh trust reposed in us. To you,
sir, who have with so much ability presided over our
deliberations, and meted out justice with an even hand, we
part with sorrow. Hoping that the cloud which now hangs
over our beloved country may be dispelled, and her coun-
sels directed by some statesman like yourself—able, honest,
just and true.

Francis Terry, Vice-President.

J. P. Johnson, Ch'n of Delegation.
P. W. HoADLET, Secretary.

Charleston, May Ist, 1S60.

The Tennes.see Delegation asked and obtained
lejtve to retire for consultation.

The Delegation from Virginia, and portions

of the Delegations from Kentucky, North Caro-

lina and Maryland, had leave to retire for con-
sultation.

Mr. Flournoy, of Arkansas.—May I be indulged in one
remark ? My voice is " Never give up the ship "—(ap-
plause)—though the fearful storm rages around us—
though she may have lost some spars and masts—though
she may have some cracked ribs. Sir, for myself, I will

be one of that gallant crew who, though the storm rages,
though the spars and masts are gone, though ribs be broken
—I will, until the noble vessel be swallowed up by the de-
vouring waves, continue to unite with them in the reite-

rated cry of " Live, live the Republic !" (Great applause.)
Mr. President, I am a Southern man. Yes, sir, I have

been reared amidst the institution. All I have is the pro-
duct of slave labor. I believe the institution a patriarchal
one, and beneficial alike to master and slave. The bread
which supports ray own wife and tender babe is the pro-
duct of slave labor. I trust, then, that, like Cassar's wife,

I am "above suspicion."

LOUISIAN.i WITHDRAWS.

To THE Hon. Caleb Gushing,

fresiilent of the Deinooratio Convention :

Sir: The undersigned delegates from the State of
Louisiana, in withdrawing froiu the Convention, beg leave

to make the following statement of facts :

On the 6th day of March, 1860, the Democracy of
Louisiana assembled in State Convention at Baton Uouge,
and unanimously adopted the following declaration of
their principles

:

Renohed, That the Territories of the United States belong to

the siiveral Stales as their common propert.v, and not to indi-

vilual citizens thereof, that the^Federal Uoustitution recognizes
propert.v in slaves ; and as such, the owner thereof is entitled to

« irry his slavps into any Territory in the United States ; to hold
theai there as property : and in case the peopls of the Terri-

ral (iovern-
cuastitutiODal

power, to secure the riKhis of the slaveholder.

The principles enunciated in the foregoing resolution

are guaranteed to us by the Constitution of the Uo.ted
States, and their unequivocal recognition by the Demo-
cracy of the Union we regard as essential, not only to the

integrity of the party, but to tlie .lafety of the States whose
interests are directly involved. They have been embodied
in both of the series of resolutions i)resented to the Coij-

vention by a majority of the States of the Union, and have
been rejected by a numerical vote of tlie delegates.

The Convention has, by this vote, refused to recognize

the fundamental principles of the Democracy of the State

we have tlie honor to represent, and we feel constrained,

in obedience to a high sense of duty, to withdraw from
its deliberations, and unanimously to enter our solemn
protest against its action.

We ask tliat the communication may be spread upon
the minutes of the Convention, and beg leave to express

our appreciation of ,the justice and dignity which have
characterized your action as its presiding oflicer.

[Signed,]

A. MonTON, E. Lawrence,
John Tarleton, A. Talbot,
Richard Taylor, B. W. Pearce,
Emile Laskre, R. a. Hunter,
F. H. Hatch, D. D. Withers.

The undersigned, in explanation of their position, beg
leave to annex the following statement, viz. :

Whilst we took the saro« view with our colleagues, that
the platform of principles, as adopted by this Convention,
was not what was expected by Louisiana, and desired by
ourselves, as sufficient to guard the rights of that State,

and of the whole South, under the Constitution, are now
unwilling precipitately to retire from the Convention,
until all hope of accommodation shall have been ex-

hausted, and until the last moment had arrived, at

which, in justice to our own honor, and the interest and
dignit.v of our own State,we would be forced to retire. We,
therefore, were opposed to the retirement of the'delega-
tion at the time it was made ; but believing that the
other members of the delegation were actuated by the

same high motives which governed our own opinions, and
desiring our State to present a firm, undivided front, we
being in the minority of the delegation, were willing to

yield, and did yield, our opinions to the judgment of the
majority.

J. A. McHattos,
Charles Jones,

Charleston, S. C„ May 1, 1860.

A VOICE FROM GEORGIA.
Mr. Gaulden, of Georgia, addressed the Con-

vention, giving his reasons for not retiring with

his colleagues, as follows :

Mr. President, and Fellow Democrats : As I stated to

you a few moments ago, I have been confined to my
room by severe indisposition, but, learning of the com-
motion and the intense excitement which were existing
upon the questions before this body, I felt it to be my
duty, feeble as I was, to drag myself out to the meeting
of my delegation, and when there I was surprised to

find a large majority of that delegation voting to secede
at once from this body. I disagree with those gentle-

men. I regret to disagree with my brethren from the
South upon any of the great questions which interest

our common countrv. I am a Southern States' Rights
man ; I am an African Slave-trader. I am one of
those Southern men who believe that Slavery is right,

morally, religiously, socially, and politically. (Applause )

I believe that the institution of Slavery has done more
for this country, more for civilization, than all other
interests put together. I believe if it were in the power
of this country to strike down the institution of Slavery,
it would put civilization back 2(50 years. Holding, then,

this position, that Slavery is right in the point of view I

have stated, I would demand of the General Govern-
ment our whole rights in this regard. I believe that the
General Government by the Constitution never had any
right to legislate upon this subject. I believe that our
Government was a confederation of States for certain
specified objects with limited powers ; that the domestic
relations of each State are to be and should be left to

themselves ; that this eternal Slavery question has been
the bone of contention between the North and South,
which if kept in the halls of Congress must break up this

Government. I am one of those who believe in non-
intervention, either in the States or the Territories.
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(Applause.) I am not in favor of breaking up this Gov-
ernment upon an impiacticable issue, upon a mere
theory. I believe that this doctrine of protection to
i>lavery in tlie Territories is a mere theory, a mere ab-
straction. (Applause.) Practically, it can be of no con-
sequence to tlie South, for the reason that the infant has
been strangled before it was born. (Laughter.) You
have cut off the supply of Slaves

;
you have crippled the

institution of i^lavevy in the States by jour unjust laws,
and it is mere folly and madness now to asii for protec-
tion for a nonentity, for a thing which is not there. ^Ve
have no slaves to carry to these Territories. We can
^ever make another Slave State with our present supply
Of slaves. But if we could, it would not be wise, for the
reason, that if you make another Slave State from our
new Territories with the present supi)ly of slaves, you
will be obliged to give up another Statt-, either Maryland,
Delaware, or Virginia, to Free Soil upon the North.
Now, I would deal with this question. fellow-Democrats,
as a practical one. When I can see no possible practical
good to result to the country from demanding legislation
vpon this theory, I am not prepared to disintegrate and
o'ismember the great Democratic party of this Union. I

believe that the hopes of this country depend upon the
inaintnnance of the great Democratic party North. It
is no trouble for a man to be a saint in Heaven.

When the
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lertaining, as I do, such profound respect, nay, almost
veneration for the justice of the Democracy of the

North, I will yet stand by you for a time. I will do all

that in me lies to heal these ditferences. I trust that the
result of our deliberations will be the nomination of
such a man as will give peace to the country and suc-

cess to the great Democratic National Party of the
Union, ((ireat applause.)

The Convention having decided to proceed to

ballot for President, at 4 p.m., Wni. Howard,
of Tennessee, moved that two-thirds (202) of a

full Convention (303) be required to nominate,

which, after mucli discussion and confusion, was
adopted—141 to 112—as follows:

Yeas :— Miiine, 3 ; Massachusetts, 8} ; Connecticut, 2J

;

New-Yori;, -35 ; New-Jersey, 5J ; Pennsylvania, 17| ; Dela-
ware, 2 ; Maryland, 6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina. 10

;

South Carolina, 1; Missouri, 4i; Tennessee, 11; Ken-
tucky, 11 ; Minnesota, H; California, 4; Oregon, -3—141.

Nays :—Maine, 5 ; New-Hampshire, 5 ; Vermont, 5
;

Massaclmseits, 4J-; Khode Island, 4; Connecticut, 3^

;

New-Jersey, IJ ; Pennsylvania, 9i ; Maryland, 2 ; Ar-
kansas, 1; Missouri, 4^ ; Tenne.^see, 1: Kentucky, 1;

Ohio, 23; Indiana, 13; Illinois, 11; Michigan, 6; Wis-
consin, o ; Iowa, 4; Minnesota, 2^—112.

Candidates were put in nomination, and the

Convention proceeded to ballot, as follows :

1st Ballot 145J
2 147
3 148i
4 149
6 1491-

6 149^
7 l.'Xii

8 15 i
9 151)4

111 l.^ji'i

11 15UI-

12 \bi>k

13 149i
14 150
16 150
i 150
IT 151
18 ioij

19 15i

20 loK
21 loi)i

'li l.Mi^

23 \b-ih

2-1 loli
ia 15H
2(i 15H
27 ... 15U
2'< 151^
29 151^
3it 151i
31 loli
82 15'Ji-

33 1.52}

34 152^
35 152
yfi 151^
37 151|
38 l.=,U
39 loU
40 15!i
41 151^
42 151i
43 151i
44 151 j

« 151^
46 15U
47 15U
43 15U
49 loli
50 151,!-

51 15U
52 loli
5=? 15 iW 151j
55 151V
56 loli
57 loli

o B C
35 42 7

36i 4H 6S-

42 36 6,1-

37i 41 J 5
3Ti 41 5
3>Ji 41 3

38i 41 4
3-ii 41 li 4i
41 39i
39i 39
39] 38

39i 38

39i 28J
41 27
4U 26i
42 26
42 26
4li 26

41i 26
42 26
4Ii 26

41J 26

4U 25
44 25
411 25

4U 25 12
421 25 12
42 25 124
42 25 13
45 25 13
47J 82i 3

47i 2'2i 3
4Ti 22i
47i 22i
47i 22
48 22

64i 16
66 16

66i 16'

6fii 16
66* 16

66i 16
6.5} 16

16

&i 16

65i 16

65i 1

6

65i 16

65i 16
65J 16

6.5i 16
6ni 16

65i 16

61 2>ii

65i 1

6

65} 16

6.-i 16

6
6

6
6

6

7

6

6
6

5i
6i
6

12 20
12 20*

>^ H fe

U 2i 1

2iii

20i

20i
20i
2Hi
211*

20*
20 J

19}
19+

19i

Ti

H
5i
5*
14i
12i
13
13

i 12i
- 13

12} —
12i -
12i -
13 —
13
13

13
13
13
13

14
14
14

14

14
16

14
:4
14

2i

1 —
H -
H —
li -
H —
li -
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 — •

1 — •

1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
1 —
H -

On the 3d of May, and the 10th day of the
session, Mr. Ku.ssell, of Virginia, oflered the
following

:

Hesolved, Thnt when this Convention adjourns to-day
it adjiiurn to re-assemble at Baltimore, Md., on Momlay
ilie 18th day of June, and that it be respectfully recinn-
mended to the Democratic party of the several iitates tc

make provision for supplying all vacancies in their re-

si)ective delegations to this Convention when it shall re-

assemble. (Applause.)

After the failure of attempts to change the

place of meeting to New-York, Philadelphia,

etc., and also to change the time to a later pe-

riod, the resolve was adopted—195 to 55—as
follows

:

Yeas:—Maine, 5; New-Hampshire, 5; Vermont, 5;
Massachusetts, 10; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 6; New-
York, 35; New-Jersey, 2 ; Pennsylvania, 23} ; Maryland,
6; Virginia, ]4i; Arkansas,!; Missouri, 6; Tenmssee,
7 ; Ohio, 23 ; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wis-
consin, 5 ; Iowa 4, Minnesota, 4; California .3—19.5.

Nays:—Maine, 3; Connecticut, 3; New-Jersey, 5;
Pennsylvania, 3; Maryland, 3 ; Virginia, i; North-Caro-
lina, 14, Missouri, 3 ; Tennessee, 5 ; Kentucky, 2—56.

Gen. Cushing. the President, made a brief

speech, and the Convention adjourned to meet
again in Baltimore, on the 18th of June suc-

ceeding.

SECEDERS.

The retiring delegates met at St. Andrew't.
Hall, and were waited on with manifestations of

sympathy by a portion of the Wood Delegation,

from New-York, who, however, were not in-

vited or admitted to seats. The seceders or-

ganized by the appointment of Senator James
A. Bayard, of Delaware, as Chairman, and, after

much animated discussion, adopted the follow-

ing Platform

:

Resolved, That the Platform adopted by the Demo-
cratic party at Cincinnati be affirmed, with the following
ex))lanatory Resolutions:

First, Tliat the Government of a Territory organized
by an act of Congress, is provisional and temporary;
and, during its existence, all citizens of the United States
have an equal right to settle with their property in the
Territory without their rights, either of person or pro-
perty, being destroyed or impaired by Congressional or
Territorial Legislation.

Second, That it is the duty of the Federal Government,
in all its departments, to protect when necessary the
rights of persons and property in the Territories, and
wherever else its Constitutional authority extends.

Third, Tnat when the settlers in a Territory having
an adequate population form a State Constitution in
pursuance of law, the right of sovereignty commences,
and, being consummated by admission into the Union,
they stand on an equal footing with the people of other
States ; and the State thus organized ought to be admit-
ted into the Federal Union, whether its Constitution pro-
hibits or recognizes the institution of Slavery.
Fourth, That the Democratic party are in favor of the

acquisition of the Island of Cuba, on such terms as shall
be honorable to ourselves and just to Spain, at the
earliest practicable moment.
Fifth, That the enactments of State Legislatures to

defeat the faithful execution of the Fugitive Slave Law,
are hostile in character, subversive of the Constitution,
and revolutionary in their effect.

Sixcth, Tliat the Democracy of the United States re-
cognize it as the imperative duty of this Government to
protect the naturalized citizen in all his rights, whether
at home or in foreign lands, to the same extent as its
native-born citizens.

If7te/'ea«, one of the greatest necessities of the age, in
a Political, Commercial, Postal and Military point of
view, is a speedy communication between the Pacific and
Atlantic coasts. Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Democratic party do hereby pledge
thetuselves to use every means in their power to secure
the passage of some bill to the extent of the Constitutional
authm-ity of Congress for the construction of a Pacific
Railroad from the Mississi^ioi Ri^'jrto the Pacific Ocean,
at the earliest practicable u.^3i.<at.
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After talking for four days, the Seceders' Con-
vention adjourned to meet iu Richmond, Vir-

ginia, on the second Monday in June. Dele-

gates were present from the following States ;

Alabama, Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, Louisiana,

Mississippi, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina,

Virginia, Delaware.

THE SECEDERS AT RICHMOND.

According to adjournment, the Seceding
delegates met at Richmond, Va., on the 11th
June. Delegates were present from Alabama,
Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Georgia,

South Carolina, Florida, 2d Congressional Dis-

trict of Tennessee, and the Vth Electoral District

of Virginia. The Hon. John Erwin, of Alabama,
was chosen President, with several Vice-Presi-

dents and Secretaries. The Convention adopted
the following resolutions, and on the 12th, at

12 o'clock, adjourned:

Resolved, That as the delegation from States repre-
sented in this Convention are assembled upon tlie basis
of the platform recommended by a majority of the States
at Charleston, which we indorse, we deem it unnecessary
to take any further action on the subject at the present
time.

Resolved, That when this Convention adjourn it

adjourn to meet in this city on Thursday, the 21st inst.

;

provided that the President of this Convention may call

it together at an earlier or a later day, if it be deemed
necessary.

The Convention reassembled on the 21st

;

but, without doing any business, adjourned to

the following day, and so continued to meet and
adjourn, awaiting the action of the Convention
at Baltimore, till after the nomination of Breck-
inridge and Lane ; when such of the Delegates
as had not joiaed the Seceders in Baltimore,
adopted the candidates and platform of the
Breckinridge party, and adjourned sine die.

THE NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC CONVEN-
TION AT BALTIMORE.

In accordance with the adjournment at
Charleston, the National Democratic Convention
reassembled at Baltimore, on Monday the 18th
June, and held their sessions in the Front street
theatre.

At eleven o'clock, President Cu'^hing, who appeared on
the platform, but did not lake the chair, directed the Se-
cretary to call the roll of States in order to ascertain if
the delegates were present.
On the calling of the roll, the following States were

found to be fully represented : Maine, New-Hampshire
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New-York, New-
Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Missouri,
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Min-
nesota, California, Oregon.

Connecticut was repre3ente(^ in part, there being some
misunderstanding as to the hour of meeting, which had
been fixed at 10 o'clock.
Two delegates were present from Delaware.
When the State of South Carolina was called, the Chair

directed that only those States be called which were
present at the adjournment of the Convention at Charles
ton, consequently South Carolina, Georgia, Florida,
Alabama, Louisiana, Mississippi, Arkansas and Texas
were not called.

'

In consequence of a misapprehension as to the time, the
President delayed calling the Convention to order till 12
o clock, when he took the chair and said :

Gentlemen of the Convention : Permit me, in the first
place, to congratulate you upon your being reassembled
here for the discharge of your important duties in the
interests of the Democratic i)arty of the United States

;and I beg leave, in the second place, to communicate to
the Convention the state of the vaiious branches of its

business, as they now come up for consideration before
you.

Prior to the adjournment of the Convention, two princi-
pal subjects of action were before it. One, the adoptioa
of the doctrinal resolutions constituting the ])latform of
the Convention ; the other, voting upon the question of
the nomination of a candidate lor the Presidency.

In the course of the discussion on the adoption of a
platform, the Convention adopted a vote, the effect of
which was to amend the report of the majority of the
Committee on Platform by substituting the report of the
minority of that Committee; and after the adoption of
that motion, and the substitution of the minority for the
majority report, a division was called for upon the
several resolutions constituting that platform, being five
in number. The 1st, 3d, 4th and 5lh of those resolutions
were adopted by the Convention, and the 2d was rejected.
After the vote on the adoption of the 1st, 3d, 4th and 5th
of those resolutions, a motion was made in each case to
reconsider the vote, and to lay that motion of reconsid-
eration upon the table. But neither of those motions to

reconsider or to lay on the table was put, tlie putting of
those motions having been prevented by the intervention
of questions of privilege, and the ultimate vote competent
in such case, to wit, on the adoption of the report of the
majority as amended by the report of the minority, had
not been acted upon by the Convention. So that at the
time when the Convention adjourned there remained
pending before it these motions, to wit; To reconsider

—

the resolutions constituting the platform, and the ulterior

question of adopting the m;ijority as amended by the
substitution of the minority report. Those questions, and
those only, as the Chair understood the motions before
the Convention, were not acted upon prior to the adjourn-
ment.

After the disposition of the intervening questions of
privilege, a motion was made by Mr. McCook, of Ohio, to

proceed to vote for candidates for President and Vice-
President. Upon that motion, the Convention instructed
the Chair (not, as has been erroneously supposed, in the
recess of the Convention, the Chair determining for the
Convention, but the Convention instructing the Chair) to
make no declaration of a nomination excejit upon a vote
equivalent to two-thirds in the Electoral College of th«
United States, and upon that balloting, no such vote be-
ing given, that order was, upon the motion of the gentle-

man from Virginia (Mr. Russell), laid on the table, for the
purpose of enabling him to propose a motion, which he
subsequently did, that the Convention adjourn from the
city of Charleston to the city of Baltimore, and with a
provision concerning the filling of vacancies embraced in
the same resolution, which resolution the Secretary \rill

please read.

The Secretary read the resolution as follows :

" liesolved. That when this Convention adjourns to-day, it

adjouru to reassi-mble at Baltimore, Md., on Jklonday, the ISth
day of .June, and that it be respectfully recommended to the
Democratic party of the several States, to make provision for
supplying all vacancies in their respective delegates to this
Convention when it shall reassemble."

The President.—The Convention will thus perceive that
the order adopted by it provided, among otlier things,

that it is respectfully recoiiuneni.led to tlie Democratic
party of the several States to make provisions for sup-
plying all vacancies in their respectives delegation to this

Convention when it shall reassemble. What is th" con-
struction of that resolution?—what is the scuiie of its ap-
plication ?— is a question not for the Chair to determine
or to suggest to the Convention, but for the Convention
itself to determine.
However that may be, in the preparatory arrangements

for the present assembling of tliis Cunvenlinn, there were
addressed to the Chair the credentials of members elected,

or purporting to be elected, affirmed and continued by
the original Coiiveniioiis aiKl accredited to tliis Conven-
tion. In tliree of those cases, or perhaps four, tlie cre-

dentials were autheniic and coinpleie. presen ing no
question of controverting delegates. In four otliei>, to

wit—the Stutes of Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana anil Dele-

ware—there were contesting applications. Upi>n those
applications the Chair was calkcl to det-rmine whether
it possessed any power to determine prima facie men-
bership of this Convention. That qU' siion was presented
'n its most absolute and complete form in the ca.-'e of

Mississippi, where there was no contest either tiirouiili

irregularity of form or of competing delegations, and so

also in tlie cases of Florida, Texas and Arkansas. In
those four States, thera being an apparent aul.henticiiy

of cominissioi), the Chair was called upon to determine
the naked, abstract question whether he had power, per-

emptorily and preliminarily, to determine Iheprini'i/acit
membership of all^-ged members of this Convention. Tlie

Chair would gladly have satisfied himself that he ha.d this

power, but upon examining the source of his power, to
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wit—the rules of the House of Representatives—he was I

unable to disoern that he had any authority, even
prima fade, to scrutiniBe and canvass crt-iientiuls,

aitliou(,'h they were such as, upon tlieir face, were free

I'riuii contest or controversy either of form or of substance,

and therefiire he deemed it his duty to reserve tlie deter-

iriinatiun of that question to be submitted to tlie Conven-
tion And indue time tlie Chair will present tliat ques-
tion as one of privilege to this body.

Gentlemen, the Convention is now in order for the

traiisaciion of business.

The Address of the President was delivered

in a clear, loud voice, with much emphasis, and
was listened to with close attention. The state-

ment of the position in which the business was
left at the time of the adjournment at Charles-

ton, created an evident sensation, inasmuch as it

indicated that, according to the opinion of the

Chair, the platform question, as well as the re-

solution declaring that a vote equal to two-thirds

of the full electoral college to be necessary to

tlie nomination of a candidate for the Peesi-

dency, were each in a position to be again

brought up for the action of the Convention.

ADMISSION OF DELEGATES.

Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, offered the following
resolution

:

Resolved, that the President of this Convention direct

the Sergeant-at-Arn* to issue tickets of admission to the

delegates of tlie Convention as originally constituted and
organized at Charleston.

Sir. Cavanaugh, of Minnesota, moved to lay the reso-

lution on the table, and upon that motion called for a
vote by States ; but by request wifhdrew his motion to

permit Mr. Sanford E. Church, of N. Y., to offer the fol-

lowing, which was read for the information of the Con-
vention and created much excitement

:

Resolved, That the credentials of all persons claiming
seats in this Convention made vacant by the secession

of delegates at Charleston be referred to the Committee
on Credentials, and said Committee is hereby instructed,

as soon as practicable, to examine the same and report
the names of persons entitled to such seats, with the
district—understanding, however, that every person ac-

cepting a seat in this Convention is bound in honor and
good faith to abide by the action of this Convention and
support its nominations.

After a running debate on questions of order,

in which Messrs. Cochrane, of N. Y., Saulsbury,

of Del, Clark, of Mo., Montgomery, of Pa.,

Cavanaugh, of Min., and the Chair participated.

Mr. Church moved his resolution as an amendment to

that offered by Mr. Howard, and upon that he called for

the previous question.

Messrs. Gilmor and Randall rose to debate the ques-
tion, but the Chair ruled debate not in order.

Mr. Avery, of North Carolina.—I call for a division of
th2 question, so that the first question shall be upon
referring those credentials to the Committee, and the
second question upon the proposition to initiate test-

oaths in the Democratic Convention. [Applause.]
The Chair could not entertain such a proposition at

that time, as the previous question had been demanded.
'Ihe question was—Would the Convention second the
demand for the previous question ?

Mr. Russell, of Va.—I ask that this Convention will

allow me to make a friendly, candid and sincere appeal
to the gentleman who made the call for the previous
question (Mr. Church, of New-York) to withdraw his

call.

The President.—The Chair has no authority over that
question.

Mr. Russell.—I ask the Chair to appeal to the gentle-

man to allow fair play in this Convention.
Mr. Stuart, of Mich.—I insist that the Chair preserve

order.
The President.—The gentleman from Virginia (Mr.

Russell) is not in order.

Mr. Russell.— If we are to be constrained to silence, I

beg gentlemen to consider the silence of Virginia as

•omewhat ominous. (Applause and hisses.)

The question was stated to be upon seconding the

demand for the previous question. Being taken OToa
voce.

The President stated that the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. Richardson, of 111., doubted the anr.oancement.
and asked that the vote be taken by States, which wai
ordered.

Mr. Brodhead, of Pa., stated that Mr. Church wan
willing to withdraw his call for the previous question.
The Chair decided that it was too late.
Mr. Saulsbury, of Delaware, moved a recess to 4 P.M.

Lost: 73} to ITsi.
Mr. Howard, of Tennessee.—Iliold in my hand a respect-

ful communication from one of the States of this Union,
Mississippi, not now represented upon this floor, addressed
to the President of this Convention. I desire that it be
read for the information of the Convention.
The President.—It can only be done by common consent,

as the seconding the demand for the previous question is

now pending.
Cries of " object," "object," from various quarters.
The President^—Objection being made to reading thta

communication, the Secretary will proceed to call the roll

of States upon the seconding the demand for the previous
question.

The question being then taken by States upon second-
ing the demand for the previous question, it was not
agreed to.

Yeas.—Maine, 6 ; New-Hampshire, 5 ; Vermont, 4} ;

Massachusetts, 4 ; Connecticut, 3 J^ ; New-Jersey,2i; Penn-
sylvania, 9J ; Maryland, 2; Missouri, 2V; Tennessee, 3;
Kentucky, U ; Ohio, 23; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11; Michi-
gan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 1\—IGSi.

Nats.—Maine, 2 ; Vermont, \ ; Massachusetts, 8i

;

Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 2—one absent ; New-York,
35; New-Jersey, 4J; Pennsylvania, 16;; Delaware, 2;
Maryland, 6; Virginia, 15; North Carolina, 10; Arkansas,
1 ; Missouri, 6^ ; Tennessee, 8 ; Kentucky, lOi ; Minne-
sota, li; CaUfornia, 4; Oregon, 3—140K
On calling the roll, the New-York delegation asked per-

mission to retire for consultation, and during the interhu
there was an entire cessation of business. The vote of the
State as a unit was finally rendered agamst the call for the
previous question.
The question was then stated to be upon the amendment

to the amendment.
Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania, offered the following

amendment to Mr. Church's resolution

:

Resolved, That the President of the Convention be di-

rected to Issue tickets of admission to seats in the Conven-
tion, to the delegates from the States of Texas, Florida,
Mississippi, and Aj-kansas, in wliich States there are no
contesting delegations.
Without taking a vote on Mr. Gilmor's resolution, the

Convention, on motion of Mr. Randall, of Pa., took a re-

cess till 5 P.M.

When the Convention reassembled, the President said

:

Mr. Randall, of Pennsylvania, has the floor upon an
amendment moved by Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania.
Before proceeding in the debate, the Chair begs leave to

state to the Convention that he has had placed In his hands
the credentials of gentlemen claiming seats in the Conven-
tion, from the States of Delaware, Georgia, Alabama, Flo-

rida, Mi.-;si.'^sippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas, iucluil-

ing in that enumeration the letter presented to the Con-
vention, in his place, by Mr. Howard, of Tennessee, in be-
half of the gentlemen claiming seats from the State of
Mississippi, and in addition to that, there has been ad-
dressed to the Chair, a communication from Mr. Chaffee,
claiming a seat from the State of Massachusetts. The Chair
deems it his duty to communicate the fact to the Conven-
tion that those several documents have been placed in his

hands, to be presented at the proper time to the considera-
tion of the Convention.
Mr. Gilmor, of Pennsylvania.—I have made a small ad-

dition to the amendment I offered this morning to tlie

amendment of the gentleman from New-York (Mr. Church),
for the purpose of covering the cases mentioned by the
Chair just now.
The amendment, as modified, was read as follows

:

Resolved, That the President of the Convention be au-
thorized to issue tickets of admission to seats in this Con-
vention, to the delegates from the States of Arkansas,
Texas, Florida, and Mississippi, in which States there are
no contesting delegations, and that m those States, to wit

:

Delaware, Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana, where there

are contesting delegations, a Committee on Credentials

shall be appointed, by the several delegations, to report
upon said States.

After discussing points of order, Mr. Clark, of Missouri,

offered a substitute for Mr. Gilmor's amendment, which
was read for the information of the Convention, as fol

lows

:

Strike out the proviso in the amendment of Mr. Church,
of New-York, and add the following

:

Resolved, That the citizens of the several States of the

Union have an equal n^t to settle and remain in t'ie Ter
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ritories of the United Stttes, and to hold therein, unmo-
lested by any legislation whatever, their slave and other
property ; and tliat this Convention recognizes the opinion
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the Dred

Md. ; E. W. Hubbard, Va. ; R. R. Bridges, N. C. ; B. F.
Perry, S. C. ; James B. Steadman, Ohio ; W. H. CarroL
Tenn.

; S. A. Hall, Ind. ; W. J. Allen, 111. ; John M.
Krum, Mo.; Benj. FoUet, Mich.; D. 0. Finch, Iowa;

Scott case, as a true exposition of the Constitution in re- P. H. Smith, Wis. ; H. H. Sibley, Minn. ; J. H. Beverly,
gard to the rights of the citizens of the several States and

j
Del. ; Isaac J. Stevens, Oregon ; G. H. Morrow, Ken

Territories of the United States, upon all subjects concern- |
tucky ; D. S. Gregory, Cal.

ing which it treats ; and that the members of this Conven-
tion pledge themselves, and require all others who may be
authorized as delegates to make the same pledge, to sup-
port the Democratic candidates, fairly and in good faith,

nominated by this Convention according to the usages of
the National Democratic Party.
Mr. Randall then took the floor and opposed the amend-

ment of Mr. Church, and favored that of Mr. Gilmor.
The amendment of the gentleman from New York im-

poses a condition upon the returning members of the
several States that seceded at Charleston. I deny the
power of the Convention to impose any such condition.
The right of their constituents is unqualified and
beyond the power of this Convention, to send their re-

presentatives to this body without condition and without
limitation. (Applause and hisses). It is an interference
with the right of the constituents of seven seceding
States to impose any qualification upon their represent-
atives in this body. I deny its equity or its justice. We
who sit here—the honorable gentleman who moved the
amendment, the President, the Vice-Presidents of this

body— all who sit here, are unfettered by any such
limitation or condition. (Applause.) What justice in
imposing upon others the condition that they shall come
in here as slaves, with the bands and the iron fetters
about them, with no right to exercise their judgment or
their patriotism, except as the majority of this body
may choose to indicate? I deny the power or the right.

The proposition has been put in the least offensive
shape.

It is said in the amendment that it is " understood."
Understood ! an apology for the broad declaration of a
naked invasion of the rights of freemen. Not that the
members of this body thus admitted have denied the
right, but it is understood that they are pledged to do
what other members are not pledged to do—to conform
to the decision of the majority, Mr. President and gen-
tlemen, I invoke you to look at the injustice of every
such qualification—a qualification which no honorable
man, except under very peculiar circumstances, could
ever submit to ; a qualification which it is known that
the representatives of these seven seceding States will

never submit to. (Applause and hisses.) But, Mr. Pre-
sident and brethren of the great Democratic family,
who are now contending for the success of the Demo-
cratic cause, I ask you to halt, not simply upon the
ground of right and justice, but of policy. Not a mem-
ber of this body but knows that the representatives of
those States will not give any such pledge (applause
and hisses); that it is tantamount to a declaration of
secession from the body. (Applause and hisses.)

The debate was continued by Messrs. Richardson, of
111., Cochrane, of N. Y., Montgomery, of Pa., Merrick,
of 111., King, of Mo., and AVest of Ct., against Mr. Gil-

mor's amendment, and by Messrs. Russell, of Va.,
Ewiiig, of Tenn , Loving, of Mass., Hunter, of Mo.,
Avery, of N. C, and Atkins, of Tenn., in favor. At last,

Mr. Atkins moved the previous question, which was sus-
tained, '2;j3 to 18}, and the Convention adjourned till

Tuesday morning.
On the reassembling of the Convention, Mr. Church

asked and obtained unanimous consent to make a pro-
position which he thought would produce harmony. He
Baid:
Upon consultation with the gentleman (Mr. Gilmor

,

who moved that amendment to my amendment, we
have agreed, if it meets the approbation of this Conven-
tion, for the purpose of harmonizing the action of this
Convention, to an arrangement alike honorable to both
Bides, and whicli, if carried out, will terminate the con-
troversy as to pending questions. The proposition which
has been made and accepted is simply this: The gentle-
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. Gilmor) is to withdraw his

amendment to my amendment, and then I am to with-
drav/ the latter part of my resolutions, leaving only a
simple resolution of reference to the Committee on Cre-
dentials. (Applause).
This proposition was accepted, and the resolution, as

tlios amended, was adopted without a division. Vacan-
cies in tiie Committee on Credentials were filled, and the
©omraittee, as now constituted, consisted of the following
gentlemeu

:

C. D. Jameson, Me. ; A. P. Hughes, N. H. ; Stephen
Thomas, Vt.

; Oliver Stevens, Mass. ; George II. Brown,
R. I. ; Jauies Gallagher, Conn. ; Delos De Wolfe, N. Y.

;

A. R. Spear, N. J. ; H. M. Forth, Pa. ; W. S. Uittings,

A paper was presented from Mr. O'Pallon, of Missouri,
who had acted at Charleston in the place of one of the
regularly appointed delegates from that State, but had
been refused a ticket in Baltimore, asking admission.

—

His case was referred to the Committee on Credentials.
The memorial of the contesting delegates from Arkan-

sas was also presented, and was handed to the Commib-
tee on Credentials. And the Committee took a recess
till 5 P.M., at which time it reassembled, but, the Com-
mittee on Credentials not being ready to report, the
Convention, without transacting any business, adjourned
to 10 o'clock the following day, 20th.

The Convention met at the usual hour, on
Wednesday, the 20th, but, in consequence of the
delay of the Committee on Credentials in report-
ing, no business was transacted.

REPORT OF THK COMMITTEE ON CREDENTIALS.

On Thursday, the 21st, the Committee on
Credentials presented their report, or rather re-
ports, for there were three; the majority report
being presented by Mr. Krum, of Missouri, as
follows

:

1st. Resolved, That George H. Gordon, E. Barksdale,
W. F. Barry, H. C. Chambers, Jos. R. Davis, Beverly Mat-
thew, Charles Clarke, W. L. Featherston, P. F. Slidell,
C. G. Armistead, W. F. Avaunt, and T. J. Hucston, are
entitled to seats in this Convention as delegates from the
State of Mississippi.

2d. Resolved, Tliat Pierre Soul6, F. Cotterman, R. C.
Wickliffe, Michael Ryan, Maunsell White, Charles Bien-
venala, (iustav Lenroy, J. 0. Morse, A. S. Heron, N. D.
Colburn, J. N. T. Richardson and J. L.Walker are entitled
to seats in this Convention as delegates from the State of
Louisiana.

3d. Resolved, That R. W. Johnson, T. C. Hindman, J.

P. Johnson, Henry Carroll, J. Gould, and John A. Jor-
dan, be entitled to seats as Delegates from the State of
Arkansas, with power to cast two votes, and that Thomas
H. Bradley, M. Hooper, and D. C. Cross be also admitted
to seats as delegates from the same State, with power to
cast o?ie vote ; and, incase either portion of said dele-
gates shall refuse or neglect to take their said seats and
to cast their said votes, the other portion of said dele-
gates taking seats in this Convention shall be entitled to
cast the entire three votes of said State.

4th. Resolved, That J. M. Bryan, F. R Lubbock, F. S.

Stockdale, E. Green, H. R. Runnels, Wm. B. Ochiltree,

M. W. Carey, Wm. H. Parrows, R. Ward, J. F. Crosby, B.
Burrows, and V. H. Manning are entitled to seats from
Texas.

5th. Resolved, That James A. Bayard and William G.
Whiteley are entitled to seats from the county of New-
Castle, Del.

6,th. Resolved, That K. S. Chaffee, who was duly admit-
ted at Charleston as a delegate from the fifth congress-
ional district of Massachusetts, is still entitled to said seat
in this Convention, and that B. F. Hallett, who has as-

sumed said seat, is not entitled thereto.

7th. Resolved, That John O'Fallon, who was duly ad-
mitted at Charleston as a delegate from the eighth electo-

ral district of Missouri, is still entitled to said seat in this

Convention, and that Johnson B. Gardy, who has as-

sumed said seat, is not entitled thereto.

8th. Resolved, That R. A. Baker, D. C. Humphrey,
John Forsyth, Wm. Jewett, I. I. Seibles, S. C. Posey,
L. E. Parsons, Joseph C. Bradley, Thomas B. Cooper,
James Williams, C. H. Brynan, Daniel W. Weakley,
L. M. B. Martyr, John W. Howard, AV. R. R. Wyatt, B.
Hanson, Thos. M. Matthews, andNorbert M. Lord are en-
tilled to seats in the Convention as delegates from the
State of Alabama.

9th, Resolved, That the delegation from the State ot
Georgia, of which H. L. Benning is chairman, be ad-
mitted to seats in the Convention, with power to cast one-
half of the vote of said State, and that the delegation
from said State, of which Col. Gardner is chairman, be
also admitted to tlie Convention, with power to cast one-
half of the vote of said State ; and if either of said dele-
gations refuse or neglect to cast the vote as above indi-

cated, that in said case the delegates present in the Con-
vention be authorized to cast tUe full vote of said Stato.
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Mr. Stevens, of Oregon.—I rise, Mr. President, to pre-
sent the report of a minority of tlie Committee on cre-

dentials, and I will proceed to read it

;

MINORITY REPORT.

To the President of the Demooratic National Conven-
tion :

Sir : We, the undersigned, members of the Committee
on Credentials, feel constrained to dissent from many of
the views and a large portion of the action of the major-
ity of the Committee in respect to the rights of delegates
to seats referred to them by the Convention, and to re-

spectfully recommend the adoption of the following reso-
lutions :

1. Resolved, That B. P. Hallett is entitled to a seat in

this Convention, as a delegate from the 5lh Congression-
al district of the State of Massachusetts.

2. Resolved, That Johnson B. Gardy is entitled to a
seat in this Convention as a delegate from the Sth Con-
gressional district of the State of Missouri.

3. Resolved, That James A. Bayard and William G.
Whiteley are entited to seats in this Convention as dele-
gates from the State of Delaware.

4. Resolved, That the delegation headed by R. W.
Johnson are entitled to seats in this Convention as dele-
gates from the State of Arkansas.

5. Resolved, That the delegation of which George W.
Bryan is chairman are entitled to seats in this Conven-
tion from the State of Texas.

6. Resolved, That the delegation of which John Tarle-
ton is chairman are entitled to seats in this convention
as delegates from the State of Louisiana.

7. Resolved, That the delegation of which L. P. Walker
is chairman are entitled to seats in this Convention as
delegates from the State of Alabama.

8. That the delegation of which Henry L. Benning is

chairman are entitled to seats in this Convention as dele-
gates from the State of Georgia.

9. Resolved, That the delegation from the State of
Florida accredited to the Charleston Convention are in-

vited to take seats in this Convention and cast the vote
of the State of Florida.

The Committee presented an elaborately

argued report to sustain their resolutions, which
was signed by

I. I. Stevens, Oregon, E. W. Hubbard, Va.,
A. R. Speer, N. J., R. R. Bridgers, N. C,
H. M. North, Penn., W. H. Carroll, Tenn.,
John H. Bewley, Del., Geo. H. Morrow, Ky.,

D. S. Gregory, Cal.

In the points of difference between the ma-
jority and minority reports of the Comuiittee
on Credentials, I concur in the conclusions of
the minority report in the cases of Georgia,
Alabama, Missouri and Massachusetts.

Aaron V. Hughes, New-Hampshire.

Mr. Gittings, of Maryland, presented still an-

other report, concluding with the following
resolutions

:

Resolved, That so much of the majority report of the
Committee on Credentials as relates to Massachusetts,
Missouri, Delaware, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana and
Texas, be adopted.
Resolved, That the delegation of which L. P. Walker

Is chairman, be, and they are hereby, declared the only
regularly authorized representatives of the State of
Alabama, and as such are entitled to seats in the
National Democratic Convention.

Mr. Stevens demanded the previous question,
which was sustained by the Convention, and
the main question was ordered, but, without
taking the vote, the Convention adjourned.
When the Convention assembled on the 22d,

Mr. Gittings withdrew his report, which brought
the minority report proper—that of Mr. Ste-

vens, of Oregon—first iu order, and the question
being put on the substitution of the whole
minority report for the report of the majority,

the motion was lost, lOOJ to 150, as follows :

Yeas—Maine, 2^ ; New-Hampshire, } ; Vermont, If ;

Massachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2i ; New-Jersey, 4 ; Vtaa-

gylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 5i ; Virginia, 14 ;

North Carolina, 'J ; Arkansas, f ; Missouri, .O; Tennessee,
10 ; Kentucky, 10 ; Minnesota, IJ ; California, 4 ; Oregon,
3—1004.

Nays—Maine, 54 ; New ilampshire, 44 ; Vermont, .3!

;

Massachusetts, 5; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 84;
New-York, 85; New-Jersey, 3; Pennsylvania, 10; Mary-
land, 2 ; Virginia, 1 ; North Carolina, 1 ; Arkansas, 4 ;

Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 1 ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio, 23 ; In-
diana, 18 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5; Iowa,
4 ; Minnesota, 25—150.

Maryland, j vote not voted ; Tennessee, 1 vote not cast
The question then recurred on ado|>ting the majority

report. A division being called for, the vote was taken
on the first resolution, admitting the original delegates
from Mississip si, which was adopted almost unanimously,
250 to 2|.

The vote was then taken on the second resolution,
admitting the Soule (Douglas) Delegates from Louisiana,
which resulted—Ays, 153 ; Nays, 9b— as follows :

Yeas—Maine, 54 ; New-Hampshire, 44; Vermont, 44 ;

Massachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 84

;

New-York, 35 ; New-Jersey, 2^ ; Pennsylvania, 10 ; Mary-
land, 24 ; Virginia, 1 ; North Carolina, 2 ; Arkansas, f ;

Missouri, 4 ; Tennessee, 2 ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio, 23 ; In-
diana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa,
4 ; Minnesota, 24—153.
Nays—Maine, 24 ; New-Hampshire, J ; Vermont, \

;

Massachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2^ ; New-Jersey, 44 ;

Pennsylvania, 17; Delaware, 2 ;
Maryland, 54 ; Virginia,

13; North Carolina, 8; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 5; Ten-
nessee, 10 ; Kentucky, 10 ; Minnesota, I4 ; California,

4 ; Oregon, 8—93.

So the second resolution was adopted.

The question was then taken on the thu'd resolution, ad-
mitting Col. Hindman and liis colleagues (the original dele-
gates) with power to cast two votes, and Mr. Hooper and
his colleagues (the contestants) with power to cast one
vote ; and providing that, if either set of delegates refuse
to take seats, the other shall be entitled to cast the whole
vote of the State, (Arkansas).
A division of the question being called for, the President

decided that the resolution was divisible.

The question was taken on the three several propositions,
viz. :—1st. The admission of the Hindman delegates, which
was adopted, 182 to 69. 2d. The admission of the Hooper
delegates, which was adopted, 150 to 100^. od. On the
giving power to one set to cast the whole vote if the other
set withdrew, which was adopted without a division.

A vote was then taken on the fourth resolution of the
majority report, admitting the original delegation from
the State of Texas, which was adopted almost unani-
mously.
A vote was next taken on the fifth resolution, admitting

Bayard and Whiteley from Delaware. Adopted without di-

vision.

The sixth resolution, giving R. L. Chafi'ee the seat in the
Massachusetts delegation contested by Mr. llallett, was
then adopted—yeas, 138, nays, li 14.

Mr. Stuart, of Michigan, at this point, made motions to re-
consider eacli vote taken, and to lay the same on the ta-
ble, it being understood that the motions were not to be
put till votes on all the propositions had been taken.
The seventh resolution, declaring J. O'Fallon entitled to

the seat in the Missouri delegation claimed by John B.
Gardy, was then adopted—yeas, 1384, nays, 112.

The eighth resolution, admitting the contesting delegates
from Alabama, was next adopted. Yeas, l&J^ ; Nays,
1014.

The question then being on the ninth and last resolution
of the majority report, admitting both delegations from
Georgia, and dividing the vote of the State between them,
with the provision that, if either refused to take seats, the
remaining delegates cast the vote of the State.

Before the vote was taken, Mr. Seward, of Georgia, pre-
sented a communication from Col. Gardner, Chairman of
the contesting delegates from Georgia, withdrawing from
the contest, and the resolution waslost^—106r to 145. The
original (seceding) delegation from Georgia, headed by
H. L. Benning, was subsequently admitted.
The President stated the next question to be upon lay-

ing upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote by
which the Convention refused to substitute the resolu-
tions reported by the minority of the Committee on Cre-
dentials for those reported by the majority of said Com-
mittee.

The question being then taken by States, the motion to
lay on the table was not agreed to—yeas, 1134 ; Nays, 12Sf
—as fellows :

Yeas—Maine, 54 ; New-Hampshire, 3 ; Vermont, 44

;

Massachusetts, 5 ; Rhode Island, 4 ; Connecticut, 3^ ; Nev-
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Jersey, Si; Pennsylvania, 10 ; Maryland, 2; North Caro-
lina, 1 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 4^ ; Kentucky, 2 ; Ohio,
2!1 ; Indiana, 13 ; Illinois, 11 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5

;

Iowa, 4; Minnesota, 2^—113*.

Nays—Maine, 2^ ; New-Hampshire, 2 ; Vermont, \ ;

Massachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2^ ; New-York, 35 ; New-
Jersey, 8} ; Pennsylvania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland,
6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri,

H ; Tennessee, 12 ; Kentucky, 10 ; Minnesota, H ; Cali-

fornia, 4 ; Oregon, 3—ISSJ.
When New-York was called, her delegates asked time

to consult, but finally gave her thirty-five votes against
the motion to lay upon the table, which, had it prevailed,
would have precluded all further reconsideration of the
subject.

The question recurred upon the motion to reconsider the
vote rejecting the minority resolutions.

Mr. Cessna, of Pa., moved the previous question, which
was sustained, and the question being taken by States,

tlie motion to reconsider was rejected—103 to 149—as fol-

lows:
Yeas—Maine, 2| ; New-Hampshire, 2 ; Vermont, 1 ; Mas-

sachusetts, 8 ; Connecticut, 2j ; New-Jersey, ik ; Pennsyl-
vania, 17 ; Delaware, 2 ; Maryland, 6 ; Virginia, 15 ; North
Carolina, 9 ; Arkansas, i ; Missouri, 4^ ; Tennessee, 10

;

Kentucky, 10 ; Minnesota, li ; California, 4 ; Oregon, 8

—

103.

Nats—Maine, 5} ; New-Hampshire, 3 ; Vermont, 4 ; Mas-
sachusetts, 5; Rhode Island, 4; Connecticut, 8^ ; New-
York, 85; New-Jersey, 2}; Pennsylvania, 10; Maryland,
2 ; North Carolina, 1 ; Arkansas, J ; Missouri, 4^

", Ten-
nessee, 2; Kentucky, 2; Oliio, 23; Indiana, 13; Illinois,

1 1 ; Michigan, 6 ; Wisconsin, 5 ; Iowa, 4 ; Minnesota, 2J

—

149.

The several motions to lay on the table the question of
reconsidering the votes by which each of the resolutions
of the majority had been adopted, were then put and car-
ried in the affirmative, and the several delegates who had
been voted in were then admitted to seats.

VIRGINIA WITHDRAWS.
Mr. Russell, of Virginia.—If it be the pleasure of your-

self, Mr. President and the Convention, I will now make
the brief announcement of which I made mention this
morning.

I will detain the Convention but a very brief time. I
understand that the action of this Convention upon the
various questions arising out of the reports from the
Committee on Credentials has become final, complete and
Irrevocable. And it has become my duty now, by direc-
tion of a large majority of the delegation from Virginia,
respectfully to inform this body that it is inconsistent
with their convictions of duty to participate longer in its

deliberations. (Loud applause in the Convention and in
the galleries, with loud ciies from the galleries.)

The disorder continued for some minutes, after which
Mr. Russell resumed—The delegates from Virginia,

who participate in this movement, have come to the con-
clusion which I have announced, after long, mature and
anxious deliberation, and after, in their judgment, hav-
ing exhausted all honorable efforts to obviate this neces-
sity. In addition to the facts which appear upon your
record, I desire the attention of this body long enough
only to state that it is ascertained that the delegations
to wliich you, sir, under the order of this Convention,
have just directed tickets to be issued—some of them at
least and all of them whom we regard as the representa-
tives of the Democracy of their States—will decline to
join here in the deliberations of this body. For the rest,
ttie reasons which impel us to take this important step
will be rendered to those to whom only we are responsi-
ble, the Democracy of the Old Dominion. To you, sir,

and to the body over which you preside, I have only to
say in addition that we bid you a respectful adieu.
The portion of the delegation from Virginia which re-

tired then left their seats and proceeded out of the Hall,
shaking hands with members of various delegations as
they passed along.

Mr. Moifatt, of Virginia—made a speech in

defense of his course, and that of his colleagues
who remained in the Convention.

WITHDRAWAL OF NORTH CAROLINA.
Mr. Lander, of North Carolina.—Mr. President, painful

as the duty is, it is, nevertheless, my duty to announce
here, as a representative of the delegates from North Caro-
lina, that a very large majority of them are compelled to
retire permanently from this Convention on account of the
unjust action, as we conceive, that has this day been per-
petrated upon some of our sovereign States and fellow
citizens of the South. We of the South have heretofore

maintained and supported the Northern Democracy for tho
reason that they are willing to attribute to us in the South
equality in the Union. The vote to-day has satisfied the
majority of the North Carolina delegates that, that being
refused by our brethren of the Northern Democracy, North
Carolina—Rip Van AVinkle, as you may call her—can no
longer remain in this Convention. The rights of sovereign
States and of gentlemen of the South have been denied by
a majority of this body. We cannot act, as we conceive,
in view of this wrong. I use the word " wrong " with no
intention to reflect upon those gentlemen of the North
Carolina delegation who differ with me or with the majority
of the delegation. For these reasons, without assigning
any more, as I have no idea of inflicting a speech upon
this Convention, who are in no state of preparation to re-

ceive it, I announce that eight out of ten of the votes of

North Carolina ask to retire.

WITHDRAWAL OF TENNESSEE.

Mr. Ewing, of Tennessee.—Mr. President, in behalf of
the delegation from Tennessee, I beg leave to address this

Convention upon this occasion, so important, and, to ua,

so solemn in its consequences. The delegation from Ten^
nessee have exhibited, so far as they knew how, every dis-

position to harmonize this Convention, and to bring its

labors to a happy result. They were the first, when the
majority platform was not adopted, to seek for some pro-
pos'tion for compromise—something that would enable us
to »:Armonize. They have a candidate who was dear ho

them. They cast away his prospect for the sake of har-
mony. They have yielded all that they can. They hav^
endeavored, with all their power, to accomplish the result

they came here for ; but they fear that the result is not to

be accomplished in a manner that can render a just and
proper account to their constituents. We have consulted
together, and, after anxious and long deliberation, without
knowing exactly what phase this matter might finally pre-
sent, we have not adopted any decisive rule for our action

;

but a large majority of our delegates—some twenty to four
—have decided that, upon the result now obtained, we
shall ask leave of this Convention to retire, that we may
consult and announce our final action. We shall take no
further part in the deliberations of this Convention, unless
our minds should change ; and of that I can offer you no
reasonable hope.

A PORTION OF MARYLAND WITHDRAWS.
Mr. Johnson, of Maryland.—Mr. Pre.siileiit, I am author,

ized by my colleagues to report the state of facts in regard
to a portion of the Maryland delegation. Representing,
in part, a district in Maryland upon which the first blood
of the irrepressible conflict was shed, a district which sent
fifteen men in midwinter to the rescue of Philadelphia
and New-Jersey, we are obliged now to take a sten which
dissolves our connection with you, and to bid yon a final

adieu. We have made all sacrifices for the grand old
Democratic ptirty, whose mission it has been to preserve
the Constitution and to care for the Republic for more
than sixty years, until it now seems as if you were going
to substitute a man in the place of principle. (Calls to
order.) I desire to be respectful. I desire to say that the
action of the majority of the late Convention—a majority
created by the operation of a technical unit rule imposed
upon the Convention contrary to Democratic precedent
and usage—States have been disfranchised, and districts

deprived of their rights, until, in our oi)inion, it is no longer
consistent witli our honor or our riglits, or the rights of
our constituents, to remain here. Cherishing deeply and
warmly the remembrance of the many gallant deeds you
have done for us in times past, hoping tliat hereafter no
occasion may ever occur to weaken tliis feeling, I now, on
behalf of tlie representatives of Maryland, tell you that
in all future time, and in all future contests, our lot is cast
with the people of the South. Their God shall be our God,
and their country our country. (Applause.)

Mr. Glass, of Virginia, declined any further

participation in the proceedings of the Conven-
tion, but did not indorse the action of his col-

leagues in witlidrawing.

Mr. Watterson, of Tennessee, declined to

withdraw.

CALIFORNIA WITHDRAWS AN EXCITEMENT.

Mr. Smith, of California, said: While I cannot saj
witl\ the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones) tliat mj
Democracy dates back to that time of which I liave no re
collection, yet I can say that it is'unspotted as the vault
of heaven. California is here with melancholy face-
Call ornia is here with a lacerated heart, bleeding and
vreepiug over the downfall and the destruction of the Dk-
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mocr«tic party. (AjpittbC and iKUglitcr.) YfO, sir, ihe
]

destruclion of the Deuiociaiic party, conMuminated by
as.sassins now grinning upon this floor. (Loud cries of
" order," " order," " put him out," and great confu.sion.)

DELAWAUE WITHDRAWS.

Mr. Saulsbury did not de.sire to occupy the attention of

the Convention but for a moment. Tlie delegates from liis

State lud done all in their power to promote the harmony
and uiiily of lliis Conveniion, and it was their puri)oae to

eoutinuB to do so. I am, however, instructed by the

delegation to announce that they desire to be excused
from voting on any further ballots or votes, unless cir-

cumstances should alter this lietermlnation. It is our
desire lo be left free to act or not act, their desire being

to leave the question open for the consideration of their

constituents after their return home.
Mr. Steele, of North Carolina, briefly addressed the

Convention, stating that he, for the present, at least,

should not retire.

After explanations and debate, the motion "Shall the

main question be now put," (to go into nomination of can-
didates for President and Vice-President) was carried, and
tlie Convention adjourned.

KENTDCKY WITHDRAWS IN PART.

On Saturday (23d), Mr. Caldwell, of Kentucky, in be-

half of the delegation from that State, said :

The circumstances in which we (the Kentucky Dele-

gation) are placed are exceedingly embarrassing, and we
have not therefore been enabled to come to an entirely

harmonious conclusion. The result is, however, that nine
of the delegates of Kentucky remain in the Convention,
(applause.) There are ten delegates who withdraw from
the Convention.
The exact character of their withdrawal is set forth in a

single parngraph, with their names appended, which I

desire the Secretary to read before I sit down. There are

five others—completing the delegation—who desire for

tlie present to suspend their connection with the action
of this Convention. I will add here, that there may be
no misunderstanding, that I myself am one of those five,

and we have also signed a short paper, which I shall also

•isk the Secretary to read to the Convention.
I am requested by those who withdraw from the Con-

vention, and by those who suspend their action for the

present with the Convention, to say that it is their wish
tiiat their seats in this Csn.'eution sliall not be filled or
occupied by any others ; aid that no one shall claim the
right to cast their votes. Tlie right of tho.-e remaining in

the Convention to cast their individual vote, is not by us

questioned in any degree. But we enter our protest

against any one casting our vote.

I will ask the Secretary to read the papers I have indi-

cated, and also one which a gentleman of our delegation
has handed me, which he desires to be read. I ask that

the three papers be read.

The first paper read was signed James G.

Leach, the writer of which animadverted in

rather strong terms upon the action of the Con-
vention, in the matter of the admission and
rejection of delegates from certain States. The
communication was regarded as disrespectful to

the Convention, and, ou motion of Mr. Payne,

of Ohio, it was returned to the writer. The
Secretary then read the other two communica-
tions from the Kentucky delegation as follows :

To the lion. Caleb Cushlng, President of the National
Democratic. Convention, assembled in ihe city of
Baltimore :

The Democratic Convention for the State of Kentucky,
held in the city of Frankfort, on the 9ih day of January,
ItsG'i, among others, adopted the following resolution :

Hesolved, That we pledge the Democracy of Kentucky
to an honest and industrious support of the nominee of

the Charleston Convention.
Since the adoptionof this resolution, and the assembling

of this Convention, events have transpired not then con-
templated, notwithstanding which we have labored dili-

gently to preserve the harmony and unity of said Con-
vention; but uiscord and disintegration have prevailed

to such an extent that we feel that our efforts cannot
accomplish this end.

Therefore, without intending to vacate our seats, or to

Join or pai'ticipate In anv other Convention or organiza-

tion in this city, and ni-h the intention of again co-

operating with this Convention, should its unity and
harmony be restored by any future event, we now de-

clare that we will not paiticijiate In the meantime In the
deliberations of this Convtnlion, nor hold ourselves or
constituents bound by its action, but le ive both at fmll

liberty to act as future circumstances may dictate.

N. W. WiLLIAMSO.V, \V. BKAIiLEY,

G. A. CALUwhLL, Samuel B. Fikud,
Tnos. J. YouNo.

Resolved, That the Chairman of our delegation be
instructed to inform the Convention in our behalf that, in

the present condition of that body, we deem it inconsist-

ent with our duly to ourselves and our constituents to

participate further in its deliberations. Our reasons for

so doing will be given to the Democracy of Kentucky.
Jno. Disuman, L. Grkkn,
J. S. Kendall, K. M. Johnsok,
Jos. B. Beck, Cal. Botleb,
D. W. Qdakles, R. Nickkk,
Colbebt CtciL, James G. Lkach.

Mr. Reed, of Ky., spoke briefly in defense ot

the course of the nine delegates from that State,

who remained with the Convention.

MISSOURI DEFINES HER POSITION.

Mr. Clark, of Missouri, announced as the re-

sult of a consultation of a portion of the Mis-

souri delegation, that two of that delegation

had decided to withdraw from the Convention.

Mr. Hill, of N. C, who had refused to retire

with his colleagues on the previous day, now
announced his intention of withdrawing.

Mr. Cessna, of Pennsylvania, called for the

vote upon his resolution to proceed to nominate
candidates for President and Vice-President.

MR. CUSUING RESIGNS THE CHAIR.

Mr. Gushing resigned his post as presiding

officer, in a brief speech, and left the chair.

Gov. Tod, of Ohio, immediately assumed the

chair, and was greeted with enthusiastic antii

hearty cheers. After order was restored, he
said

:

As the present presiding officer of this Convention by
common consent of my brother Vice-Presidents, wltfi.

great dilfidence I assume the chair. M'hen I announca
to you that for thirty-four years I have stood up in thati

district so long misrepresented by Joshua K. Giddingsf,

with the Democratic banner in my hand (applause), 1

know that I shall receive the good wishes of this Conven-
tion, at least, for the discharge of the duties of the chair.

If there are no privileged questions intervening, the
Secretary will proceed with the call of the States.

MASSACHUSETTS DESIRES A HEARING.

Mr. Butler, of Mass., addressed the chair, and desired i

to present a protest. Objection was made by Mr.
Cavanaugh, of Minnesota, and the States were called on.
the question of proceeding to a vote for President.
When Massachusetts was called, Mr. Butler said : Mr.
President, I have the instruction of a majority of the
delegation from Massachusetts to present a written pro-
test. 1 will send it to the Chair to have it read. (Calls

to order.) And further, with your leave, I desire to say
what I think will be pleasant to this Convention. First,

that, while a majority of the delegation from Massachu-
setts do not purpose further to participate in the doings
of this Convention, we desire to part, if we may, to meet
you as friends and Democrats again. We desire to part
in the same spirit of manly courtesy with which we came
together. Therefore, if you will allow me, instead of

reading to you a long document, I will state, within par-
liamentary usage, exactly the reasons why we take the
step we do.

Thanking the Convention for their courtesy, allow me
to say that though we have protested against the action

of this body excluding the delegates, although we are not
satisfied with that action—
We have not discussed the question, Mr. President,

whether the action of the Convention, in excluding cer-

tain delegates, could be any reason for withdrawal. We
now put our withdiawal before yo i, upon tlie simple
ground, among others, that there has been a withdrawal
in part of a majority of the States, and further (and that,

perhaps, more personal to myself\ upon the ground that

I will not bit in a Convention where the Af.ican slave
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trade—which is piracy by the laws of my country—is ap-
provingly advocated. (Ureal sensation.)

A portion of ihe Massachusetts delegation here retired.

Mr. Btevens, of Massachusetts, said— 1 am not ready
at this moment to cast the vote of Alassachusetta, the
delegation being in consultation as to their rights.

The call proceeded, the chairmau of each Con-
vention making a speech on delivering the vote

of his State ; and Mr. Stevens Mnallj stated that,

although a portion of the Massachusetts delega-

tion had withdrawn, he was instructed by his

remaining colleagues to cast the entire vote of

the State.

Mr. llussell, of N'ew York, withdrew the name
of Horatio Seymour as a candidate. The fol-

lowing is the result of the ballotings for Presi-

dent:
FIRST BALLOT. SKCOKD BALLOT.

a no p m o
Maine 5i — — .... 7 — —
New-tlampshire.. 5 — — 5 — —
Veimoni, 5 — — 5 — —
Massacliuselts 10 — — 10 — —
Khode Island.... 4 — ~ .... 4 — —
Couuectifut 3i 1 — 3^ i —
New-i'ork 85 — — ....35 — —
New-Jeisey 2i-

— — 2i — —
Vennsylvauia ...10 8 3 ....10 7 2i
Maryland 'Jii

— — .... 2^^ — —
Virginia li — — 3 — —
Noith Carolina. .1 — — ... 1 — —
Alabama 9 — —....9 — —
Louisiana 6 —

• — 6 — —
Arkansas 1 i — H —

—

Missouri 4i — Ij.... 4i — Ik
Tennessee 3 — — ...3 — —
Kentucky — — 4i.... 3 — IJ
Ohio 23 — —....23 — —
Indiana 13 — — ....13 — —
Illinois 11 — — 11 — —
Michigan 6 — — 6 — —
Wisconsin 5 — — 5 — —
Iowa 4 — — 4 — —
Minnesota 2i J 1 4 — —

Total lT3i 5 10 181J 7* 5*

On the first ballot, Henry A. Wise, of Virginia, received

i a vote from Maryland; iiocock, of Va., received 1 vote
from Virginia ; Daniel S, Dickinson, i vote from Virginia;

and Horatio Seymour 1 vote from Pennsylvania.
Ou tlie announcement of the lirst ballot, Mr. Church, of

New-Vork, oilered the lollowiug :

Jiesoioed uuanimoufiiy, Tiiat Stephen A. Douglas, of
the State of Illinois, having now received two-tlurus of all

the votes given in tliis Convention, is hereby declared, in ac-
cordance with the rules governing this body, and in accord-
ance witli the uniform customs and rules of former Demo-
cratic National Conventions, the regular nominee of the
Democratic party of the United States, for the office of

President of the United States.

Mr. Jones, of Pennsylvania, raised the point of order,

that the resolution proposed practically to rescind a rule

of the Convention (requiring two-thirds of a full Conven-
tion, 20i votes, to uomuiate), and could not, under the
rules, be adopted without one day's notice.

The Chair ruled tliat the resolution was in order, and
after a lengthy and animated debate it was withdrawn till

after anotlier ballot should be taken. When the result of

the second ballot had been announced, Mr. Church's re-

solution was called up again and passed.

Beiij. Fuzpatrick, of Alabama, was nominated
for Vice-President, receiving 198i votes, and
Mr. William C Alexander, of N. J., 1. [Mr.

Fitzpatrick declined the nomination two days
afterward, and the National Committee supplied

the vacancy, by the nomination of HerscUel V.

Johnson, of Georgia].

Gov. AVickUlfe, of Louisiana, offered the following resolu

tion as an aUditiun to the Platform adopted at Charleston
Jienoioiiil, Tnat in its accordance with the iuterpreta

tion of Mie Cincinnati Platform, that, during the existence
of the Territorial Governments, the measure of restric-

tion, whatever it may be, imposed by the Federal Const!
tution on the power of the Territorial Legislature over the
subject of the domestic relations, as the same has been, or
shall hereafter be, finally determined by the Supreme Court
of the United States, should be respected by all good citi-

zens, and enforced with promptness and fidelity by every
branch of the General Government.

Mr. Payne, of Ohio, moved the previous ques-

tion, and this resolution was adopted, with only

two dissenting votes.

THE SECEDERS' CONTENTION.

The delegates who had withdrawn from the

Convention at the Front-Street Theater, to-

gether with the delegations from Louisiana and
Alabama, who were refused admission to that

Convention, met at the Maryland Institute on
Saturday the 28th of June. Twenty-one States

were represented either by full or partial dele-

gations. The States not represented at all

were Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Maine,

Michigan, New-Hampshire, New- Jersey, Ohio,

Rhode Island, South Carolina, and Wisconsin.

The Hon. Caleb Cushing, of Massachusetts,

was chosen to preside, assisted by vice-pre-

sidents and secretaries.

The Convention adopted a rule requiring a

vote of two-thirds of all the delegates present

to nominate candidates for President and Vice-

President ; also that each delegate cast the vote

to which he is entitled, and that each State cast

only the number of votes to which it is entitled

by its actual repiesenti'.tion in the Convention.

The delegates from South Carolina and
Florida accredited to the Richmond Conven-
tion, were invited to take seats in this.

A committee of live, bf which Mr. Caleb

Cashing was chairman, was appointed to ad-

dress the Democracy of the Union upon the

principles which have governed the Convention

in making the nominations, and in vindication

of the principles of the party. The Convention
also decided that the next Democratic
National Convention be held at Philadelphia.

Mr. Avery, of N. C, chairman of Committee
on Resolutions, reported, with the unanimous
sanction of the Committee, the Platform re-

ported by the majority of the Platform Com-
mittee at Charleston, and rejected by the Con-
vention, (see page 30) which was unanimously
adopted.

The Convention adopted a resolution in-

structing the National Committee not to issue

tickets of admission to their next National Con-

vention in any case where there is a bonajiile

contestant.

The Convention then proceeded to ballot for

a candidate for President ; and John C. Breckin-

ridge, of Ky., received the unanimous vote of

the delegates present as follows :

Vermont J Florida 3 Tennessee 9i
Massachusetts. 8 Alabama 9 Kentucky 4J
New-York 2 Louisiana 6 Minnesota.... 1

Pennsylvania.. 4 Mississippi.... 7 California 4
Maryland 4+ Texas 4 Oregon 3
Virginia llr Arkansas 4
North Carolina. Sij Missouri 1 105

Georgia 10 I

For Vice-President Gen. Joseph Lane, of

Oregon, received the unanimous vote of the

Convention (105), on the first ballot. And
then, after listening to a speech from Mr. Yancy,
the Convention adjourned sine die.
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SLATERT EXTENSION OR RESTRICTION.

MAINLY BY DOCUMENTS.

SLAVERY IN THE COLONIES.

Lust of gold and power was the main im-

pulse of Spanish migration to the regions beyond
the Ailaruic. And the soft and timid Abori-
gines of tropical America, especially of its

islands, were first compelled to surrender what-
ever they possessed of the precious metals to

the imperious and grasping strangers ; next
forced to disclose to those strangers the sources

whence they were most readily obtained ; and
finally driven to toil and delve for more, wher-
ever power and greed supposed they might
most readily be obtained. From this point, the

transition to general enslavement was ready and
rapid. The gentle and indolent natives, unac-
customed to rugged, persistent toil, and revolt-

ing at the harsh and brutal severity of their

Christian masters, had but one unfailing re-

source—death. Through privation, hardship,

exposure, fatigue and despair, they drooped and
died, until millions were reduced to a few miser-

able thousands within the first century of Span-
ish rule in America.
A humane and observant priest (Las Casas,)

witnessing these cruelties and sufferings, was
moved by pity to devise a plan for their termi-

nation. He suggested and urged the policy of
substituting for these feeble and perishing
"Indians" the hardier natives of Western Af-
rica, whom their eternal wars and marauding
invasions were constantly exposing to captivity

and sale as prisoners of war, and who, as a race,

might be said to be inured to the hardships and
degradations of Slavery by an immemorial ex-

perience. The suggestion was unhappily ap-

proved, and the woes and miseries of the few
remaining Aborigines of the islands known to

us as " West Indies," were inconsiderably pro-

longed by exposing the whole continent for un-
numbered generations to the evils and horrors

of African Slavery. The author lived to per-

ceive and deplore the consequences of his ex-
pedient.

The sanction of the Pope having been ob-
tained for the A-frican Slave-trade by represen-
tations which invested it with a look of philan-

thropy, Spanish and Portuguese mercantile
avarice was readily enlisted in its prosecution

and the whole continent. North and South of

the tropics, became a Slave-mart before the

close of the sixteenth century.

Holland, a comparatively new and Protestant

State, unable to shelter itself from the re-

proaches of conscience and humanity behind a

Papal bull, entered upon the new traffic more
tardily ; but its profits soon overbore all scruples,

and British merchants were not proof against the

glittering evidences of their success. But the

first slave ship that ever entered a North

American port for the sale of its human mer-

chandise, was a Dutch trading-vessel which

landed twenty negro bondmen at Jamestown,

the nucleus of Virginia, almost simultaneously

with the landing of the Pilgrims of the May-

flower on Plymouth Rock, December 2'2d, 1620.

The Dutcli slaver had chosen his market with

sagacity. Virginia was settled by Cavaliers—
gentlemen-adventurers a^;piring to live by their

own wits and other men's labor—with the neces-

sary complement of followers and servitors.

Few of her pioneers cherished any earnest liking

for downright, persistent, muscular exertion ;

yet some exertion was urgently required to clear

away the heavy forest which all but covered the

soil of the infant colony, and grow the tobacco

which early became its staple export, by means

of which nearly everything required by its

people but food was to be paid for in England.

The slaves, therefore, found ready purchasers

at satisfactory prices, and the success of the first

venture induced others ; until not only Virginia

but every part of British America was supplied

with African slaves.

This traffic, with the bondage it involved, had

no justification in British nor in the early

colonial laws ; but it proceeded, nevertheless,

much as an importation of dromedaries to re-

place with presumed economy our horses and

oxen might now do. Georgia was the first

among the colonies to resist and condemn it in

her original charter under the lead of her noble

founder-governor, General Oglethorpe; but

the evil was too formidable and inveterate for

local extirpation, and a few years saw it estab-

lished, even in Georgia; first evading or defy-

ing, and at length molding and transforming the

law.
49
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It is very common at this day to speak of our
revolutionary struggle as commenced and hur-

ried forward by a union of Free and Slave

colonies ; but such is not the fact. However
slender and dubious its legal basis, Slavery ex-

isted in each and all of the colonies that united

to declare and maintain their independence.
Slaves were proportionately more numerous in

certain portions of the South ; but they were
held with impunity throughout the North, ad-

vertised like dogs or horses, and sold at auction,

or otherwise, as chattels. Vermont, then a ter-

ritory in dispute between New-Hampshire and
New-York, and with very few civilized inhabi-

tants, mainly on its Southern and Eastern bor-

ders, is probably the only portion of the revolu-

tionary confederation never polluted by the

tread of a slave.

The spirit of liberty, aroused or intensified

by the protracted struggle of the colonists

against usurped and abused power in the

mother country, soon found itself engaged in

natural antagonism against the current form of

domestic despotism. " How shall we complain

of arbitrary or unlimited power exerted over us,

while we exert a still more despotic and inex-

cusable power over a dependent and benighted
race ?" was very fairly asked. Several suits

were brought in Massachusetts—where the fires

of liberty burnt earliest and brightest—to test

the legal right of slave-holding ; and the lead-

ing Whigs gave their money and their legal

services to support these actions, which were
generally, on one ground or another, success-

ful. Efl'orts for an express law of emancipation,

however, failed even in Massachusetts ; the

Legislature,, doubtless, apprehending that such
a measure, by alienating the slave-holders, would
increase the number and power of the Tories

;

but in 1777, a privateer having brought a lot of
captured slaves into Jamaica, and advertised

them for sale, the General Court, as the Legis-

lative Assembly was called, interfered and had
them set at liberty. The first Continental Con-
gress which resolved to resist the usurpations

and oppressions of Great Britain by force, had
already declared that our struggle would be
"for the rights of human nature," which the

Congress of 1776, under the lead of Thomas
Jeflerson, expanded into the noble affirmation

of the right of " all men to life, liberty, and the

pursuit of happiness," contained in the immor-
tal preamble to the Declaration of Independence.
A like averment that " all men are born free

and equal," was in 1780 inserted in the Massa-
chusetts Bill of Rights ; and the Supreme
Court of that State, in 1783, on an indictment
of a master for assault and battery, held this

declaration a bar to slave-holding henceforth in

the State.

A similar clause in the second Constitution of
New-Hampshire was held by the courts of that

State to secure Freedom to every child, born
therein after its adoption. Pennsylvania, in

1780, passed an act prohibiting the further in-

troduction of slaves, and securing Freedom to

all persons born in that State thereafter. Con-
necticut and Rhode-Island passed similar acta

in 1784. Virginia, in 1778, on motion of Mr.
Jefferson, prohibited the further importation of

slaves; and in 1782, removed all legal restric-

tions on emancipation : Maryland adopted both
of these in 1783. North-CaroHna, in 1786, de-

clared the introduction of slaves into that State
" of evil consequence, and highly impolitic,"

and imposed a duty of £5 per head thereon.

New-York and New-Jersey followed the example
of Virginia and Maryland, including the domes-
tic in the same interdict with the foreign slave-

trade. Neither of these States, however, de-

clared a general emancipation until many yeara

thereafter, and Slavery did not wholly cease in

New-York until about 1830, nor in New-Jersey
till a much later date. The distinction of Free
and Slave States, with the kindred assumption
of a natural antagonism between the North and
South, was utterly unknown to the men of the
Revolution.

Before the Declaration of Independence, but
during the intense ferment which preceded it,

and distracted public attention from everything

else. Lord Mansfield had rendered his judgment
from the King's Bench, which expelled Slavery

from England, and ought to have destroyed it

in the colonies as well. The plaintiff in this

famous case was James Somerset, a native of

Africa, carried to Virginia as a slave, taken
thence by his master to England, and there in-

cited to resist the claim of his master to his

services, and assert his right to liberty. In the

first recorded case, involving the legality of
modern Slavery in England, it was held (1677)
that negroes, "being usually bought and sold

among merchants as merchandise, and also

being infidels^ there might be a property in them
sufficient to maintain trover." But this was
overruled by Chief Justice Holt from the King's

Bench (1697,) ruling that " so soon as a negro
lands in England, he is free ;" and again, (1702)
that " there is no such thing as a slave by the

law of England." This judgment proving ex-

ceedingly troublesome to planters and mer-
chants from slave-holding colonies visiting the

mother countrywith their servants,the merchants
concerned in the Amei-ican trade, in 1729, pro-

cured from Yorke and Talbot, the Attorney
General and Solicitor General of the Crown, a
written opinion that negroes, legally enslaved
elsewhere, might be held as slaves in England,
and that even baptism was no bar to the mas-
ter's claim. This opinion was, in 1749, held to

be sound law by Yorke (now Lord Hardwicke,)
sitting as judge, on the ground that, if the con-
trary ruling of Lord Holt were upheld, it would
abolish Slavery in Jamaica or Virginia as well

as in England ; British law being paramount in

each. Thus the law stood until Lord Mansfield,

in Somerset's case, reversed it with evident re-

luctance, and after having vainly endeavored to

bring about an accommodation between the

parties. When delay would serve no longer,

and a judgment must be rendered, Mansfield

declared it in these memorable words :

" We cannot direct the law : the law must direct na.

.... The state of SUveiy is of such a nature that it is

incapable of being introduced on any reasons, moral or
political, but only by positive law, which preserves its

force long after the reasons, occasion, and time itself

whence it was created, is erased from the memory. It is

so odious that nothing can be sutlicient to support it but
positive law. Whatever inconveniences, therefore, may
follow from the decision, I cannot say that this case is

allowed or approved by the law of England, and there-
fore the black must be discharged."
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The natural, if not necessary, effect of this

decision on Slavery in these colonies had their

connection with the mother country been con-

tinued, is sufficiently obvious.

SLAVERY UNDER THE CONFEDERATION.

The disposition or management of unpeopled
territories, pertaining to the thirteen recent

colonies now confederated as independent
States, early became a subject of solicitude

and of bickering among those States, and in

Congress. By the terms of their charters,

some of the colonies had an indefinite extension

westwardly, and were only limited by the power
of the grantor. Many of these charters con-

flicted with each other—the same territory

being included within the limits of two or more
totally distinct colonies. As the expenses of

the Revolutionary struggle began to bear
heavily on the resources of the States, it was
keenly felt by some that their share in the

advantages of the expected triumph would be

less than that of others. Massachusetts, Con-
necticut, New-York, Virginia, North Carolina,

and Georgia, laid claim to spacious dominions
outside of their proper boundaries ; while New-
Hampshire (save in Vermont), Rhode Island,

New-Jersey, Maryland, Delaware, and South
Carolina, possessed no such boasted resources

to meet the war-debts constantly augmenting.
They urged, therefore, with obvious justice,

that these une(^ual advantages ought to be
surrendered, and all the lands included within

the territorial limits of the Union, but outside

of the proper and natural boundaries of the

several States, respectively, should be ceded to,

and held by. Congress, in trust for the common
benefit of all the States, and their proceeds em-
ployed in satisfaction of the debts and liabilities

of the Confederation. This reasonable requisi-

tion was ultimately, but with some reservations,

responded to.

The IXth Continental Congress, under the Ar-
ticles of Confederation, assembled at Philadel-

phia, Nov. 3, 1783, but adjourned next day to

Annapolis, Md. The House was soon left without

a quorum, and so continued most of the time

—

of course, doing no business—till the 1st of

March, 1784, when the delegates from Virginia,

in pursuance of instructions from the Legisla-

ture of that State, signed the conditional deed
of cession to the Confederation of her claims to

territory northwest of the Ohio River. New-
York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts had al-

ready made similar concessions to the Confede-
ration of their respective claims to territory

westward of their present limits. Congress
hereupon appointed Messrs. Jefferson of Vir-

ginia, Chase of Maryland, and Howell of Rhode
Island, a Select Committee to report a Plan of
(rovernment for the Western Territory. This

plan, drawn up by Thomas Jefferson, provided
lor the government of all the Western terri-

tory, including that portion which had not vet

been, but which, it wa.s reasonably expected,

would be, surrendered to the Confederation by
the States of North Carolina and Georgia (and

which now forms the States of Tennessee,

Alabama and Mississippi), as well as that which
had already been conceded by the more
northern States

The report of the committee was in the
following words:

THE JEFFERSONIAN ORDINANCE, 1784.

Resnlved, That the territory ceded, or to be •eded
hy individual States to the United States, whensoever
the same shall have been purchased of the Indian
inhabitants and offered for sale by the United {States,

shall be formed into additional States, bounded in the
following manner, as nearly as such cessions will admit

:

that is to say, northwardly and southwardly by parallels

of latitude, so that each State shall comprehend from
south to north, two degrees of latitude, beginning to
count from the completion of thirty-one degrees north of
the equator

;
[the then southern boundary of the U. S.]

but any territory northwardly of the forty-seventh degree
shall make part of the State next below. And east-
wardly and westwardly they shall be bounded, those on
the Mississippi, by that river on one side, and the meri-
dian of the lowest point of the rapids of the Ohio on the
other; and those adjoining on the east, by the same
meridian on their western side, and on their eastern by
the meridian of the western cape of the mouth of the
Great Kanawha. And the territory eastward of this last

meridian, between the Ohio, Lake Erie, and Pennsyl-
vania, shall be one State.

That the settlers within the territory so to be pur-
chased and offered for sale shall, either on their own
petition or on the order of Congress, receive authority
from them, with appointments of time and place, for

their free males of full age to meet together for the pur-
pose of establishing a temporary government, to adopt
the- constitution and laws of any one of these States, so
that such laws nevertheless shall be subject to altera-

tion by their ordinary Legislature, and to erect, subject
to a like alteration, counties or townships for the elec-

tion of members for their Legislature.

Th»tsuch temporary government shall only continue in

force in any State until it shall have acquired twenty thou-
sand free inhabitants, when, giving due proof thereof to

Congress, they shall receive from them authority, with
appointments of time and place, to call a convention of

representatives to establish a permanent constitution

and government for themselves : Provided, That both
the tomporary and permanent governments he estab-
lished on these principles a,5 their basis

:

1. That they shall forever remain a part of the
United States of America.

3. That in their persons, property, and territory,

they shall be subject to the Government of the United
States in Congress assembled, and to the Articles of
Confederation in all those cases in which the original

States shall be so subject.

3. That they shall be subject to pay a part of the
Federal debts, contracted or to be contracted, to be
apportioned on them by Congress, according to the same
common rule and measure by which apportionmenta
thereof shall be made on the other States.

4. That their respective governments shall be in

republican forms, and shall admit no person to be a
citizen who holds a hereditary title.

5. That after the year 1800 of the Christian era,
there shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servi-
tude in, any of the said States, otherwise than in
punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall have
been duly convicted to have been personally guilty.

That whenever any of the said States shall have, of
free inhabitants, as many as shall then be in any one of

the least numerous of the thirteen original States, such
State shall be admitted, by its Delegates, into the Con-
gress of the United States, on an equal footing with the
said original States ; after which the assent of two-thirds

of the United States, in Congress assembled, shall be
requisite in all those cases wherein, by the Confederation,
the assent of nine States is now required, provided the
consent of nine States to such admission may be ob-
tained according to the eleventh of the Articles of
Confederation. Until such admission by their Delegates
into Congress, any of the said States, after the estabTsh-
ment of their temporary government, shall have autho-

rity to keep a sitting member in Congress, with a ri^ht

of debating, but not of voting.

That the territory northward of the forty-fifth degree,
that is to say, of the completion of fortj'-five deg, ees

from the equ.itor, and e.xtending to the Lake of tlie

Woods, shall be called Sylrania ; that of the terr.tory

under the forty-tifth and fo.ty-fourth degrees, that which
lies westward of Lake Michigan, shall be called Jlichi-

gania ; and that which is eastward thereof, within the
peninsula fotmed by the lakes and waters of Michigan,
Huron, St Clair, and E;ie, shall be called Chersime^-us,

i and shall include any part of the peninsula wliich cjay
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extend above the forty-fifth degree. Of the territory
under the forty-third and forty-second degrees, that to

the westward, through which the Assenisipi or Rock Kiver
runs, shall be called Aio'eniisipia ; and that to the
eastward, in which are the fountains of the Muskingum,
the two Miamies of the Ohio, the Wabash, the Illinois,

the Miami of the Lake, and the Sandusky rivers, shall be
called Jletropoiamia. Of the territory which lies under
the forty-fist and fortieth degrees, the western, through
which the river Illinois runs, shall be called Jllinoia ;

that next adjoining to the eastward, Saratoga ; and
that between this last and Pennsylvania, and extending
from the Ohio to Lake Erie, shall be called Washington.
Of the te:rito;y which lies under the thirty-ninth and
thirty-eightli degrees, to which shall be added so much
of the point of land within the fork of the Ohio and Mis-
sissippi as lies under the thirty-seventh degree ; that to
the westward, within and adjacent to which are the
confluences of the rivers Wabash, Shawanee, Tanisee,
Ohio, Illinois, Mississippi, and Missouii, shall be called
Polypotamia ; and that to the eastward, further up the
Ohio, otherwise called the Pelisipi, shall be called
Pelisipia.
Tiat iiU the p''6ceding articles sha'l he formed

into a charter of compact, shall be duly executed by
the President of the United States, in Congress assem-
bled, under his hand and the seal of the United States,

shall be pi omulgated, and shall stand asfundam,ent(il
conditions between the thirteen original States and
those newly described, unalterable but by the joint
consent of the United States, in Congress assembled,
and of the particular State within which such alteration
is proposed to be made.

April 19, this reported plan came up for

consideratiou in Congress. Mr. Spaight of N.

C. moved that the 6th proposition (prohibiting

Slavery after the year 1800) be stricken out of
the plan of ordinance, and Mr. Read of S. C.

seconded the motion. The question was put in

this form :
" Shall the words moved to be

stricken out stand ?" and on this question the
Ayes and Noes were taken, and resulted as

follows

:

N. Hampshire Mr. Foster, ay I ,

Mr. Blanchard, ay \
V'

Massachusetts.... Mr. Gerry, ay I .

Mr. Parti idge, ay )
^'

Rhode Island Mr. EUery , ay i .

Mr. Howell, ay (^^
Connecticut Mr. Sherman, ay ) ^

Mr. Wadsworth, ay ij^V-

Nbvv-York Mr. De Witt, ^y I a ,

Mr. Paine, ay S^V-
New-Jkrsey Mr. Dick, ay }•

PENNSYLVANIA Mr. Mifflin, ay
Mr. Montgomery, ay
Mr. Hand, ay

Maryland Mr. McHeury, no
( ^

Mr. Stone, no |

^^•

TiRGiNiA Mr. Jefferson, ay 1

Mr. Hardy, no yNo.
Mr. Mercer, no )

N.Carolina Mr. Williamson, ay r.. ., ,

Mr. Spaight,....
^^\l>iVlded

S. Carolina Mr. Read, no i ^
Mr. Beresford, no (

'^''•

Here we find the votes sixteen in favor of Mr.
Jefferson's restriction to barely seven against it,

and the States divided six in favor to three

against it. But the Articles of Confederation
(Art. IX.) required an affirmative vote of a
majority of all the States—that is, a vote of
seven States—to carry a proposition ; so this

clause was defeated through the absence of one
delegate from New-Jersey, in spite of a vote of

more than two to one in its favor. Had the
New-Jersey delegation been full, it must, to a
moral certainty, have prevailed ; had Delaware
then been represented, it would probably have
been carried, even without New-Jersey. Yet,
it is this vole, so given and recorded, that Mr.
Douglas in his " Harper" essay claims as sus-

No quorum.

taining his views of " non-intervention by
Congress."

The Ordinance, thus depleted, after undergo-

ing some further amendments, was finally ap-

proved April 23d—all the delegates, but those

from South Carolina, voting in the affirmative.

In 1787, the last Continental Congress, sit-

ting in New-York simultaneously with the

Convention at Philadelphia which framed our

Federal Constitution, took up the subject of the

government of the Western Territory, raising a

Committee thereon, of which Nathan Dane, of

Massachusetts, was Chairman. That Committee
reported (July 11th), "An Ordinance for the

government of the Territories of the United
States, Northwest of the Ohio"—the larger area

contemplated by Mr. Jefferson's bill not having
been ceded by the Southern States claiming

dominion over it. This bill embodied many of

the provisions originally drafted and reported

by Air. Jefferson, but with some modifications,

and concludes with six unalterable articles of
perpetual compact, the last of them as follows :

" There shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary «^
servitude, in the said Territory, otherwise than in ^
punishment of crimes, whereof the parties shall be duly
convicted."

To this was added, prior to its passage, the

stipulation for the delivery of fugitives from
labor or service, soon after embodied in the

Federal Constitution ; and in this shape, the

entire ordinance was adopted (July 13th) by a
unanimous vote, Georgia and the Carolinaa

concurring.

UNDER THE CONSTITUTION.

The old Articles of Confederation having
proved inadequate to the creation and main-
tenance of a capable and efficient national or

central authority, a Convention of Delegates
from the several States, was legally assembled
in Philadelphia, in 1787—George Washington,
President ; and the result of its labors was our
present Federal Constitution, though some
amendments mainly of the nature of restrictions

on Federal power, were proposed by the several

State Conventions assembled to pass upon that

Constitution, aud adopted. The following are

all the provisions of tliat instrument, which are

presumed to bear upon the subject of Slavery

:

(Preamble): We, the people of the United States, in
order to form a more perfect Union, establish justice,

insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the
blessings of liberty to ourselves aud our posterity, do
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United
States of America.

Art. I. § 1. All legislative powers herein gi-anted, shall

be vested in a Congress of the United States, which
shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives.

§ 2 Representatives and direct taxes shall be
apportioned among the several States which may be
included within this Union, according to their respective
numbers, which shall be determined, by adding to the
whole number of free persons, including those bound to

servitude for a term of years, and excluding Indians not
taxed, three-fifths of all other persons.

§ 9. The migration or importation of such persons a3
any of the States now existing shall think proper to

admit, shall not be piohibised by the Congress prior to

the year ISOS ; but a tax or duty may be imposed, not
exceeding ten dollars on each person.

The privilege of the writ of habeas corptu shall not
be suspended, unless when, in cases of rebellion or
invasion, the public safety may require it.

No bill of attainder or ex post facto laws shall be

Art. III. S 3. Treason against the United States
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hall consist only in levying war against them, or in ad-

hering to the'r enemies, giving them aid and comfort.

All. IV. § 2. The citizens of each State shall be en-

titled to all the privileges of citizens, in the ncveral

States.

No person held to service or labor in one State,

under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in

consequence of any law or regulation therein, be dis-

charged f. om such service or labor, but shall be de-

livered up on claim of the party to whom such service

or labor may be due.

The Cong ess shall have power to dispose of and
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the

territory or other property belonging to the United
States : and nothing in this Constitution shall be so con-

strued as to prejudice any claims of the United States,

or of any particular State.

§ 4. The United States shall guarantee to every
State in this Union a republican form of government,
and shall protect each of them against invasion ; and on
application of the legislature, or of the executive when
the legislature cannot be convened, against domestic
violence.

Art. VI. This Constitution, and the laws of the
United States, which shall be made in pursuance thereof,

and all the treaties made, or which shall be made, under
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme
law of the land ; and the judges in every State shall be
bound thereby, anything in the Constitution or laws of
any State to the contrary notwithstanding.

The above are all—and perhaps more than

all—the clauses of the Constitution, that have

been quoted dii one side or the other as bear-

ing upon the subject of Slavery.

It will be noted that the word " slave " or
" slavery " does not appear therein. Mr. Madi-

6on, who was a leading and observant member
of the Convention, and who took notes of its

daily proceedings, affirms that this silence was
designed—the Convention being unwilling that

the Constitution of the United States should

recognize property in human beings. In pas-

sages where slaves are presumed to be contem-
pUted, they are uniformly designated as " per-

sons," never as property. Contemporary his-

tory proves that it was the belief of at least a

large portion of the delegates that Slavery

could not long survive the final stoppage of the

slave-trade, which was expected to (and did)

occur in 1808. And, were Slavery this day
banished forever from the country, there might,

indeed, be some superfluous stipulations in the

Federal compact or charter; but there are none
which need be repealed, or essentially modi-
fied.

A direct provision for the restoration of

fugitive slaves to their masters was, at least

once, voted down by the Convention. Finally,

the clause respecting persons " held to service

or labor," was proposed by Mr. Butler, of South
Carolina, and adopted with little or no opposi-

tion.

The following, among the amendments to

the Constitution, proposed by the ratifying con-

ventions of one or more States, and adopted,

are supposed by some to bear on the questions

now agitated relative to Slavery :

Art. I. Congress shall make no law respecting an
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exer-

cise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of

the Press, or of the rights of the people i)eacefully to

assemble, and to petition the Government for a redress

of grievances.

Art. II. A well-regulated militia being necessary to

the security of a free State, the right of the people to

keep and bear arms shall not be infringed.

Art. V. No persons shall be . . . . deprived of life.

CESSIONS OF SOOTHEKN TERRITORY.

The State of Kentucky was set off from the

State of Virginia in 1790, by mutual agrce-

iiicnt, and admitted into the Dnioii Ijy act of

Congres.s, passed February 4th, 17^1 ; to lake
eftect June 1st, 1792. It was never a territory

of the United States, nor under Federal juris-

diction, except as a State, and inherited

Slavery from the " Old Dominion."
The State of North Caiolina, like several

others, claimed, during and after the Revolu-
tion, that her territory extended westward to

the Mississippi.

On the 22d of December, 1799—one month
after the ratiticationof the Federal Constitutioa

—North Carolina passed an act, ceding, on cer-

tain conditions, all her territory west of her

present limits to the United States. Among
the conditions exacted by her, and agreed to

by Congress (Act approved April 2nd, 17 9U) is

the following :

Provided always, that no regulations made, or to

be made, by Congress shall tend to emancipate slaves.

Were it not then conceded that Congress

had the power to make regulations for the

territories which would " tend to emancipate

slaves," this proviso would be utterly meaning-

less.

Georgia, in like manner, ceded (April 2nd,

1802) the territories lying west of her present

limits, now forming the States of Alaba.ma and
Mississippi. Among the conditions exacted by

her, and accepted by the United States, is the

following:

Fifthly. That the territory thus ceded shall become
a State, and be admitted into the Union as soon as it

shall contain sixty thousand free inhabitants, or, at an
earlier period," if Congress shall think it expedient, on
the same conditions and restrictions, with the same
privileges, and in the same manner, as is provided in the

ordinance of Congress of the 13th day of July, 17S7, for

the government of the Western territory of the United

States ; which ordinance shall, in all its parts, extend to

the teiTitory contained in the present act of cession, the

article only excepted which forbids slavery.

EARLY ATTEMPTS TO OVERRIDE THE ORDINANCE.

When Ohio (1802-3) was made a State, the

residue of the vast regions originally conveyed

by the ordinance of '87 was continued under

Federal pupilage, by the name of " Indiana

Territory," whereof Wm. Henry Harrison (since

President) was appointed Governor. It was
quite commonly argued that, though Slavery

was injurious in the long run, yet, as an expe-

dient while clearing away the heavy forests,

opening settlements in the wilderness, and sur-

mounting the inevitable hardships and priva-

tions of border life, it might be tolerated, and

even regarded with favor. Accoidingly, the

new Territory of Indiana made repeated efforts

to procure a relaxation in her favor of the re-

strictive clause of the Ordinance of '87, one of

them through the instrumentality of a Conven-

tion assembled in 1802-3, and presided over by

the Territorial Governor ; so he, with the great

body of his fellow-delegates, memoiialized Con-

gress, among other things, to suspend tempor-

arily the operation of tlie sixth article of the

Ordinance aforesaid This menwrial was re-

ferred in the House to a select committee of
liberty, or property, without due process of 'aw ; nor

j , ^ f ^l jYom Slave States, with the
Bhall private property be taken for public use without . ' , , , t i r> f" i v, v,

•private property 1

just compensatioi. uce celebrated John Raudolph as chairmaa.
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On the 2nd of March, 1803, Mr. Randolph made
what appears to have been a unanimous report

from this Committee, of which we give so much
as relates to Slavery—as follows:

The rapid population of the State of Ohio sufficiently

evinces, in the opinion of your Committee, that the labor
of slaves is not necessary to promote the growth and
Bettlement of colonies in that region ; that this labor

—

demonstrably the dearest of any—can only be employed
in the cultivation of products more valuable than any
known to that quarter of the United States ; that the
Committee deem it highly dangerous and inexpedient to

Impair a provision wisely calculated to promote the hap-
piness and prosperit of the northwestern country, and
to give strength and security to that extensive frontier.

In the salutary operation of this sagacious and benevo-
lent restraint, it is believed that the inhabitants of Indi-

ana will, at no very distant day, find ample remunera-
tion for a temporary privation of labor, and of emigra-
tion.

The Committee proceed to discuss other sub-

jects set forth in the prayer of the memorial,

and conclude with eight resolves, whereof the

only one relating to Slavery is as follows

:

Resolved, That it is inexpedient to suspend, for a
limited time, the operation of the sixth article of the
compact between the original States and the people and
States west of the river Ohio.

This Report having been made at the close

of the Session, was referred at the next to a

new Committee, whereof Caesar Rodney, a new
Representative from Delaware, was Chairman.
Mr. Rodney, from this Committee, repotted

(February 17th, 1804),

That, taking into their consideration the facts

stated in the said memorial and petition, they are in-

duced to believe that a qualified suspension, for a limit-

ed time, of the sixth article of compact between the
original States and the people and State* west of the
river Ohio, might be productive of benefit and advan-
tage to said Territory.

The Report goes on to discuss the other
topics embraced in the Indiana memorial, and
concludes with eight resolves, of which the first

(and only one relative to Slavery) is as follows:

Ji'.solved, That the sixth article of the Ordinance of
1787, which prohibited Slavery within the said Territory,
be suspended in a<jualified manner, for ten years, so as
to permit the introduction of slaves, born within the
United States, from any of the individual States

;
pro-

vided, that such individual State does not permit the
importation of slaves from foreign countries : and pro-
vided, further, that the descendants of all such slaves
shall, if males, be free at the age of twenty-five years,
and, if females, at the age of twenty-one years.

The House took no action on this Report.
The original memorial from Indiana, with

several additional memorials of like purport,
was again, in 1805-6, referred by the House to

a select committee, whereof Mr. Garnett of Vir-

ginia was chairman, who, on the 14th of Febru-
ary, 1806, made a report in favor of the prayer
of the petitioners—as follows :

That, having attentively considered the facts stfited

in the said petitions and memorials, they are of opinion
that a qualified suspension, for a limited time, of the
sixth article of the compact between the original States,
and the people and States west of the river Ohio, would
be beneficial to the people of the Indiana Territory.
The suspension of this article is an object almost univer-
sally desired in that Territory.

After discussing other subjects embodied in

the Indiana memorial, the Committee close with
a series of Resolves, which they commend to

the adoption of the House. The first and only
one germane to our subject is as follows :

RetoVced, That the sixth article of the Ordinance of
1787,wliicli prohibits Slavery within the Indiana Territory,
bit suspended lor ten years, so as to permit the introduc-

tion of slaves, born within the United States, from any of
the individual States.

This report and resolve were committea and
made a special order on the Monday following,

but were never taken into consideration.

At the next session, a fresh letter from Got.
William Henry Harrison, inclosing resolves of
the Legislative Council and House of Represen-
tatives in favor of suspending, for a limited pe-

riod, the sixth article of compact aforesaid, was
received (Jan. 21st, 1807) and referred to a Se-

lect Committee, whereof Mr. B. Parke, delegate

from said Territory, was made Chairman. The
entire Committee (Mr. Nathaniel Macon, of N.
C, being now Speaker,) consisted of
Mkssrs. Alston, of N. C. Rhea, of Tenn.

Masters, of N. Y. Sandfobd, of Ky.
MoRBOW, of Ohio. Tbigq, of Va.

Parke, of Ind.

Mr. Parke, from this Committee, made (Feb.

12th,) a third Report to the House in favor of
granting the prayer of the memorialists.

This report, with its predecessors, was com-
niitted, and made a special order, but never
taken into consideration.

The same letter of Gen. Harrison, and resolves

of the Indiana Legislature, were submitted to
the Senate, Jan. 21st, 1807. They were laid on
the table " for consideration," and do not ap-

pear to have even been referred at that session

;

but at the next, or first session of the fourth

Congress, which convened Oct. 26th, 1807, the
President (Nov. 7th) submitted a letter from
Gen. Harrison and his Legislature—whether a
new or old one does not appear—and it was now
referred to a Select Committee, consisting of

Messrs. J. Franklin, of N. C, Kitchel, of N. J.,

and Tiffin, of Ohio.

Nov. 13th, Mr. Franklin, from said committee,
reported as follows

:

The Legislative Council and House of Representa-
tives, in their resolutions, express their sense of the pro-
priety of introducing Slavery into their Territory, and
solicit the Congress of the United States to suspend, for
a given number of years, the sixth article of compact,
in the ordinance for the government of the Territory
northwest of the Ohio, passed on the 13th day of July,
1787. That article declares : " There shall be neither
Slavery nor involuntary servitude within the said Ter-
ritory."

The citizens of Clark County, in their remonstrance,
express their sense of the impropriety of the measure,
and solicit the Congress of the United States not to act
on the subject, so as to permit the introduction of slaves
into tlie Territory ; at least, until their population shalj

entitle them to form a Constitution and Slate Govern-
ment.
Your Committee, after duly considering the matter, re-

spectfully submit tlie following resolution :

Resolved, That it is not expedient at this time to sus-

pend the sixth article of compact for the government of
the Territory of the United States northwest of the river
Ohio.

And here ended, so far as we have been able

to discover, the eftbrt, so long and earnestly

persisted in, to procure a suspension of the re-

striction in the Ordinance of 1787, so as to

admit Slavery, for a limited term, into the Ter-

ritory lying between the Ohio and Mississippi

rivers, now forming the States of Ohio, Indiana,

Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin.

THE FIRST MISSOURI STRUGGLK.

The vast and indefinite Territory known aa

Louisiana, was ceded by France to the United
States in the year 1803, for the sum of ^15, OiiO,-

000, of which $3,75U,UOO was devoted to the
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payment of American claims on France. Tliis

territory Iiad just before been ceded by Spain to

France without pecuniary consideration. Slave-

holding had lon;^ been allowed therein, alike

under Spanish and French rule, and the Treaty

of Cession contained the following stipulation:

Art. III. The inhabitants of the ceded Territory
shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States,

and admitted as soon as possible, according to the prin-

ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of
all the rights, advantages and immunities of citixens of

the United States; and in the meantime they shall be
maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of
their liberty, property, and the religion which they
profess.

The State of Louisiana, embodying the south-

ern portion of this acquired territory, was re-

cognized by Congress in 1811, and fully admit-

ted in 1812, with a State Constitution. Those
who chose to dwell among the inhabitants of

the residue of the Louisiana purchase, hence-
forth called Missouri Territory, continued to

hold slaves in its sparse and small but increas-

ing settlements, mainly in its southeastern quar-

ter, and a pro-Slavery Court—perhaps any Court
—would undoubtedly have pronounced Slavery
legal anywhere on its vast expanse, from the
Mississippi to the crests of the Rocky Mountains,
if not beyond them, and from the Red River of
Louisiana to the Lake of the Woods.

, The J^Vth Congress assembled at Washington,
on Monday, Dec. 1st, 1817. Henry Clay was
chosen Speaker of the House. Mr. John Scott

nppeared on the 8th, as delegate from Missouri
Territory, and was admitted to a seat as such.

On the 16th of March following, he presented
petitions of sundry inhabitants of Missouri, in

addition to similar petitions already presented
by him, praying for the admission of Missouri
into the Union as a State, which were, on mo-
tion, referred to a Select Committee, consist-

ing of

Messrs. Scott, of Mo. ; Poindexter, of Miss. ; Robert-
son, of Ky. ; Hendricks, of Ind. ; Livermore, of N. H.

;

Milb, of Mass. ; Baldwin, of Pa.

April 3d, Mr. Scott, from this Committee, re-

ported a bill to authorize the people of Missouri

Territory to form a Constitution and State

Government, and for the admission of such
State into the Union on an equal footing with

the original States ; which bill was read the first

and second time, and sent to the Committee of
the Whole, where it slept for the remainder of
the session.

That Congress convened at Washington for its

second session, on the 16th of November, 1818.

Feb. 13th, the House went into Committee of
the Whole—Gen. Smith, of Md., in the Chair

—

and took up the Missouri bill aforesaid, which
was considered through that sitting, as also that

of the Ifith, when several amendments were
adopted, the most important of which was the
following, moved in Committee by Gen. James
Tiilltnadge, of Duchess county, New-York,
(lately deceased) :

And protfided ateo, That the further introduction of
Slavery or involuntaty servitude ba prohibited, except
for the punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall be
duly convicted : and tliat all children of slaves, born
witnin the said State, after the admission thereof into the
Union,- shall be free, but may be held to serTice until the
age of twenty-five years.

On comfng out of Committee, the Yeas and
Nays were called on the question of agreeing

to this amendment, which was sustained by the
following vote : [tuketi first on agreeing to so
mtich of it as precedes and includes the word
"convicted."]

Tens—For tli^ lieniriction

:

New-Hampshire 4 I N»w-York 2S
Massaclmsetts 1.5 1 New-.Jersey ii

IJhode Island 11 Pennsylvania 20
Connecticut 7 Ohio 6
Vermont r.. 5 I Indiana 1

Delaware 1

Total Yeas 87—only one (Delaware) from a
Slave State.

Ji^ai/B—AgainDt the Reittriction

:

Massachusetts 3
New-York ... 3
New-Jersey 1

New-Ilampshire 1

Ohio 1

Illinois 1

Delaware 1

Maryland 9

Virginia 18
North Carolina 13
South Carolina 6
Georgia 4
Kentucky 9
Tennessee 4
Mississippi 1
Louisiana 1

Total Nays, 76—10 from Free States, 66 from
Slave States.

The House now proceeded to vote on the

residue of the reported amendment (from the

word "convicted" above), which was likewise

sustained.—Yeas, 8'2
; Nays, 78.

So the whole amendment—as moved by Gen.

Tallmadge in Committee of the Whole, and
there carried—was sustained when reported to

the House.

Mr. Storrs, of New York (opposed to the Re-
striction), now moved the striking out of so

much of the bill as provides that the new State

shall be admitted into the Union " on an equal

footing with the original States "—which, he
contended, was nullified by the votes just taken.

The House negatived the motion.

Messrs. Desha, of Ky., Cobb, of Ga., and
Rhea, of Tenn., declared against the bill as

amended.
Messrs. Scott, of Mo., and Anderson, of Ky.,

preferred the bill as amended, to none.

The House ordered the bill, as amended, to

a third reading; Yeas, 98 ; Nays, 56. The bill

thus passed tlie House next day, and was sent

to the Senate.

The following sketch of the debate on this

question (Feb. 15th) is condensed from that

in the Appendix to Niles's llegister, vol. xvi.

HOnSE or REPRESENTATIVES, FEB. 15, 1819.

Mr. Tiillmadge, of New York, having moved
the following amendment on the Saturday pre-

ceding

—

" Arui provided that the introduction of Sin/very, or
involuntary servitude, be prohibited, except for the

punishment of crimes, whereofthe party has been dy,li,

convioied ; and that all childreyi born within the Mid
State, after the admission thereof into the Unio^i, shall

be declaredfree at the age of 2b years,"

Mr. Fuller, of Massachusetts, argued that, to effect a con-

cert of interests, it was proper to make concessions. The
States where Slavery existed not only claimed the right to

continue it, but it was manifest that a general emancipa-

tion of slaves could not be asked of them. Their political

existence would have been in jeopardy ; both masters and
slaves must have been involved in the most fatal conse-

quences.
To guard against such intolerable evils, it is provided In

the Constitution, " that the migration or importation of

such persons, as any of the existing States think proper

to admit, shalb not be prohibited till ISOS.—Art. 1, sec. 9.

And it is provided elsewhere, that persons held to service

by the laws of any Stat<;, shall be given up by other

States, to which they may have escaped, etc.—Art. 4, sec. 2.

These provisions effectually recognb.ed the right in tho
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States, which, at tlie time of framing the Constitutiof., held

the blacks in Slavery, to coiiUnue so to hold them until

they should tliiiik proper to meliorate their condition.

The Constitution is a compact among all the States then

existing, by which certain principles of government are

established for the whole, and for each individual State.

The predominant principle in both respects is, that

ALL MEN ARE FREE, and have an eqo.vl right to liberty,

and all other privileges ; or, in other words, the pre-

dominant principle is republicanism, in its largest sense.

But, then, the same compact contains certain excep-

tions. The States then holding slaves are permitted,
from the necessity of the case, and for the sake of union,

to exclude the republican principle so far, and only
so far, as to retain their slaves in servitude, and also their

progeny, as had been the usage, until they should think it

proper or safe to conform to the pure principle, by abolish-

ing Slavery. The compact contains on its face the

general principle and the exceptiunx. But the attempt
to extend Slavery to the 7ieio States, is in direct violation

of the clause which guarantees a repubUcan form of gov-

ernment to all the States. This clause, indeed, must be
construed in connection with the exceptions before men-
tioned ; but it cannot, without violence, be applied to any
other States than those in which Slavery was allowed at

the formation of the Constitution.

The Speaker (Clay) cites the first clause in the 2d
section of the 4th article

—" The citizens of each State

shall be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of

citizens of the several States," which he thinks would be
violated by the condition proposed in the Constitution of

Missouri To keep slaves—to make one portion of the

population the property of another—hardly deserves to be
called a privilege, since what is gained by the masters
must be lost by the slaves. But, independently of this

consideration, I think the observations already offered to

the committee, showing that holding the black population
in servitude is an exception to the general principles of

the Constitution, and cannot be allowed to extend beyond
the fair import of the terms by which that exception is

provided, are a sufficient answer to the objection. The
gentleman proceeds in the same train of reasoning, and
asks, if Conj;Tess can require one condition, how many
more can be required, and where these conditions will

end ? With regard to a republican constitution. Congress
»re ohliged to require that condition, and that is enough
for the present question ; but I contend, further, that
Congress has a right, at their discretion, to require any
other reasonable condition. Saveral others were required
of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Mississippi. The State of
Louisiana, which was a part of the territory ceded to us at

the same time with Missouri, was required to provide in

her Constitution for trials by jury, the writ of habeas cor-

pus, the principles of civil and religious liberty, with
several others, peculiar to that State. These, certainly,

are none of them more indispensable ingredients in a re-

publican form of government than the equality of privi-

leges of all the population
;
yet these have not been denied

to be reasonable, and warranted by the National Consti-
tution in the admission of new States
One gentleman, however, has contended against the

amendment, because it abridges the rights of the slave-

holding States to transport their slaves to the new States,

for sale or otherwise. This argument is attempted to be
enforced in various ways, and particularly by the clause
in the Constitution last cited. It admits, however,
of a very clear answer, by recurring to the 9th sec-
tion of article 1st, which provides that " the migration or
importation of such persons as any of the States then ex-
isting shall admit, shall not be prohibited by Congress till

180S." This clearly implies that the 'migration and im-
portation inay be prohibited after that year. The impor-
tation has been prohibited, but the migration has not
hitherto been restrained ; Congress, however, may restrain
It, when it may be judged expedient.
The expediency of this measure is very apparent. The

opening of an extensive slave market will tempt the
cupidity of those who, otherwise, perhaps, might gradu-
ally emancipate their slaves. We have heard much,
Mr. Chairman, of the Colonization Society ; an institu-

tion which is the favorite of the humane gentlemen in
the slave-holding States. They have long been lament-
ing the miseries of Slavery, and earnestly seeking for a
remedy compatible with their own safety, and the happi-
ness of their slaves. At last, the great desideratum is

found—a colony in Africa for the emancipated blacks.
How will the generous intentions of these humane per-
sons be frustrated, if the price of slaves is to be doubled
by a new and boundless market ! Instead of emancipa-
tion of the slaves, it is much to be feared that unprinci-
pled wretches will be found kidnapping those who are
already free, and transporting and selling the hapless
victims into hopeless bondage. Sir. ^ i-eally hope that

Congress will not contribute to discountenance and ren
der abortive the gene, ous and pliilanthropic views of

this most worthy and laudable society.

Mr. Talimadge, of New York, followed

—

Sir, said he, it has been my desire and my intention to

avoid any debate on the present painful and unpleasant
subject. AVhen I had the honor to submit to this House
the amendment now under consideration, I accompanied
it with a declaration that il was intended to confine its

operation to the newly acqu.red Territory across the

Mississippi ; and I then exp essly declared that I would
in no manner intermeddle with the slave-holding States,

nor attempt manumission in any one of theioriginal States

in the Union. Sir, 1 even went further, and stated that

I was aware of the dehcacy of the subject—and, that I

had learned from Southein gentlemen the difficulties

and the dangers of hav.ng free blacks intermingling

with slaves; and, on that account, and with a view to

the safety of the white populat.cn of the adjoining
States, 1 would not even advocate the piohibition of

Slavejy in the Alabama Territory ; because, surrounded
as It was by slave-holding ttates, and with only imaginary
lines of division, the intercourse between slaves and
free blacks could not be prevented, and a servile war
might be the result. While we deprecate and mourn
over the evil of Slavery, humanity and good morals re-

quire us to wish its abolition, under circumstances con-
sistent with the safety of the white population. Wil-
lingly, therefore, will I subm t to an evil which we can-
not safely remedy. I admitted all that had been said of

the danger of having fiee blacks visible to slaves, and,
therefore, did not hesitate to pledge myself that I would
neither advise nor attempt coe.cive manumission. But,
sir, all these reasons cease when we cioss the banks of
the Mississippi, into a Tenitory separated by a natural
boundary—a newly acquired Territory, never contem-
plated in the formation of our government, not Included
within the Compromise oi' mutual pledge in the adoption
of our Constilulion^a new Ter.iiory acquired by our
common fund, and which ought justly to be subject to

our common legislation.

Sir, when I submitted the amendment now under con-
sideration, accompanied with these explanations, and
with these avowals of my inteuiious and of my motives
I did expect that gentlemen who might dilfer from
me in opinion would appreciate the liberality of my
views, and would meet me with moderation, as upon %
fair subject for general legislation. I did expect, at
least, that the frank declaration of my views would pro-
tect me from harsh expressions, and from the unfriendly
imputations which have been cast out on this occasion.
But, sir, such has been the character and the violence of
this debate, and expressions of so much intemperance,
and of an aspect so tlireatening have been used, thai
continued silence on my pari would ill become me, who
had submitted to this House the original proposition.

Sir, has it already come to this : that in tlie Congress of

the United Slates—that, in tlie Legislative councils of

Republican America, tlie sulgect of Slavery has become
a subject of so much feeling—of such delicacy—of such
danger, that it cannot safely be discussed? Are mem-
bers who venture to express their sentiments on this

subject, to be accused of talking to the galleries, with
intention to excite a servile war ; and of meriting the
fate of Arbuthnot and Ambrister ? Are we to be told of
the dissolution of the Uninu, of civil war and of seas of

blood? And yet, with such awlul threatenings before us,

do gentlemen, in the same breath, insist upon the encour-
agement of this evil; upon the extension of tliis monstrous
scourge of the human race? An evil so fraught with
such dire calamities to us a> individuals, and to our
nation, and threatening, in its progress, to overwhelm the
civil and religious insliiulioiis of tlie country, with the

liberties of tlie nation, ought at once to be met, and to be
controlled. If its power, its influence, and its impending
dangers, have already arrived at such a point, that it is

not safe to discuss it on this floor, and it cannot now
pass under consideration as a [iroper subject for general
legislation, what will be the result when it is spread
through your widely-exlemled domain ? Its present
threatening aspect, and the violence of its supporters, so

far from inducing me to yield to its progress, prompt me
to resist its march. Now is the time. It must now be
met, and the extension of the evil must now be- prevented,

or the occasion is irrecoverably lost, and the evil can
never be controlled.

Sir, extend your view across the Mississippi, over your
newly-acquired Territory—a Territory so far surpassing,

in extent, the limits of your present couniry, thai
country which gave birth to your nation—which achieved
your Revolution—consolidated your Union—formed your
Constitution, and has subsequently acquired so mucb
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glory, hangs but as an appendage to the extendeii empire
overwiiicli your Ilepuhliuan Government is now called to

bear sway. Look down the long vista of futurity ; see

your empire, in extent unequaled, in advaiiiageous
situation without a i)arallel, and occupying all the valua-

ble part of one continent. Behold this extended eii.pire,

inhahiied by the hardy sons of American freemen,
knowing iheir rights, and inheriting the will to protect

them—owners of the soil on which they live, and inter-

ested HI the in.stitutions which they labor to defend ; with

two oceans laving your shores, and tributary to your
purposes, bearing on their bosoms the commerce of our

people; coinpaied to yours, the governments of Europe
dwindle into insignificance, and the whole world is with-

out a parallel, bui, sir, reverse this scene; people this

fair domain with the slaves of your planters; extend
Slavery, this bane of man, this abominaiion of heaven,
over your extended empire, and you prepare its dissolu-

tion
;
you turn its accumulated strength into positive

weakness; you cherish a canker in your breast; you
put poison in your bosom ; you place a vulture preying
on your heart— nay, you whet the dagger and place it in

tlie hands of a portion of your population, stimulated to

use it, by every tie, human and divine. The envious con-
trast between your happiness and their misery, between
your litierty and their slavery, must constantly prompt
them to accomplish your destruction. Your enemies will

learn the source and the cause of your weakness. As
often as external dangers shall threaten, or internal com-
motions await you, you will then realize that, by your
own procurement, you have placed amidst ynur families,

and ill the bosom of your country, a population produc-
ing at once the greatest cause of individual danger, and
of national weakness. With this defect, your govern-
ment must crumble to pieces, and your people become the

scoff of the world.
Sir, we have been told, with apparent confidence, that

we have no right to annex conditions to a State, on its ad-

mission into the Union ; and it has been urged that the

proposed amendment, prohibiting the further introduction

of Slavery, is unconstitutional. This position, asserted

with so much confidence, remains unsupported by any
argument, or by any authority derived from the Constitu-

tion itself. The Constitution strongly indicates an opposite

conclusion, and seems to contemplate a difl'erence be-

tween the old and the new States. The practice of the

government has sanctioned this difference in many re-

spects.

Sir, we have been told that this is a new principle for

which we contend, never before adopted, or thought of.

So far from this being correct, it is due to the memory of

our ancestors to say, it is an old principle, adopted by
tliem, as the policy of our country. Whenever the United
States have had the right and the power, they have here-

tofore prevented the extension of Slavery. The States

of Kentucky and Tennessee were taken off from other

States, and were admitted into the Union without condi-

tion, because their lands were never owned by the United

States. The Territory northwest of the Ohio is all the land
which ever belonged to them. Shortly after the cession of

those lands to the Union, Congress p^.»;<cd, in 17ST, a com-
pact, which was declared to be unalterable, the sixth arti

cle of which provides that, " there uliaU he neither
Slavery nor involuntary servitude in the said Terri-

tory, other.wine than in the punishment for crimes,
whereof the parties shall have been duly convicted."
In pursuance of this compact, all the States formed from
that Territory have been admitted into the Union upon
various conditions, and, amongst which, the sixth article of

this compact is included as one.

Let gentlemen also advert to the law for the admission

of the State of Louisiana into the Union ; they will find it

filled with conditions. It was required not only to form a
Constitution upon the principles of a republican govern
ment, but it was required to contain the " fundamental
principles of civil and religious liberty." It was even re

quired, as a condition of its admission, to keep its records,

and its judicial and its legislative proceedings, in the Eng-

lish language ; and also to secure the trial by jury, and to

surrender all claim to unappropriated lands in the Terri-

tory, with the prohibition to tax any of the United States'

lands.

After this long practice and constant usage to annex
conditions to the admission of a State into the Union, will

gentlemen yet tell us it is unconstitutional, and talk of our
principles being novel and extraordinary ?

Mr. Scott, of Missouri, said

:

He trusted tliat his conduct, during the whole of the

time in which he had had the honor of a seat in the House,
had convinced gentlemen of his disposition not to obtrude
his sentiments on any other subjects than those on which
the interest of his constituents, and of the Territory he re.

presented, were immediately concerned. But when a
question such as the amendments iirojiosed by the gentle-

men iVom New York (.Messrs. Tallmadge and Taylor), wa»
presented for consideration, involving constitutional prin-

ciples to a vast amount, pregnant with the future fate of

the Territory, portending destruction to the liberties of

that people, directly bearing on their rights of property,

their state rights, their all, he should consider it as a dere-

liction of his duty, as retreating from his post, nay, double

criminality, did he not raise his voice against their adop-

tion.

Mr. Scott entertained the opinion, that, under the Con-
stitution, Congress had not the power to impose this, or

any other restriction, or to require of the people of Mis-

souri their assent to this condition, as a pre-requisite to

their admission into the Union. He contended this from
the language of the Constitution itself, from the practice

in the admission of new States under that instrument, and
from the express terms of the treaty of cession. The
short view he intended to take of those points would, he
trusted, be satisfactory to all those who were not bo

anxious to usurp power as to sacrifice to its attainment

the principles of our government, or who were not desir-

ous of prostrating the rights and independence of a Statt

to chimerical views of policy or expediency. The authority

to admit new States into the Union was granted in the

third section of the fourth article of the Constitution, which

declared that " new States may be admitted by the Con-

gress into the Union." The only power given to the Con-

gress by this section appeared to him to be, that of pass-

ing a law for the admission of the new State, leaving it in

possession of all the rights, privileges, and immunities, en-

joyed by the other States ; the most valuable and promi-

nent of which was that of forming and modifying their

own State Constitution, and over which Congress had no
superintending control, other than that expressly given in

the fourth section of the same article, which read, " Thie

United States shall guarantee to every State in tills Union

a republican form of government," This end accomplished,

the guardianship of the United States over the Constitu-

tions of the several States was fulfilled ; and all restrictions,

Umitations and conditions beyond this, was so much power
unwarrantably assumed. In illustration of this position,

he would read an extract from one of the essays written

by the late President Madison, contemporaneously with

the Constitution of the United States, and from a very

celebrated work :
" In a confederacy founded on republi-

can principles, and composed of republican members, the

superintending government ought clearly to possess au-

thority to defend the system against aristocratic or

monarchical innovations. The more intunate the nature

of such an union may be, the greater interest have the

members in the poUtical institutions of each other, and
the greater right to hisist that the forms of government

under which the compact was entered into, should be sub-

stantially mamtained. But this authority extends no fur-

ther than to a guarantee of a repiMican form of gov-

ernment, which supposes a preexisting government of the

form which is to be guaranteed. As long, therefore, as the

existmg republican forms are continued by the States, they

are guaranteed by the Federal Constitution. Whenever
the States may choose to substitute other republican

forms, they have a right to do so, and to claim the Federal

guarantee for the latter. The only restriction imposed

on them is, that they shall not exchange republican for

anti-republican Constitutions ; a restriction which, it is

presumed, will hardly be considered as a grievance."
_

Mr. Scott believed it to be a just rule of interpretation,

that the enumeration of powers delegated to Congress

weakened their authority in all cases not enumerated;

and that beyond those powers enumerated they had none,

except they were essentially necessary to carry into effect

those that were given. The second section of the fourth

article of the Constitution, which declared that " the citi-

zens of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges

and immunities of citizens in the several States," was

satisfactory, to his judgment, that it was intended the citi-

zens of each State, forming a part of one harmonioua

whole, should have, in all things, equal privileges ; the

necessary consequence of which was, that every man, m
his own State, should have the same right*, privileges, and

powers, that any other citizen of the United States had m
his own State ;

otherwise, discontent and murmunnga
would prevail against the general government who had

deprived him of this equality.

For example, if the citizens of Pennsylvania, or \ip-

ginia, enjoyed the right, in their own State, to decide the

question whether they would have Slavery or not, the

citizens of Missouri, to give them the same privileges,

must have the same right to decide whether they would or

would not tolerate Slavery in their State; if it were

otherwise, then the citizens of Pennsylvania and Virginia

would have more rights, privileges and powers in their
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respsctive Stales, than the t'tizens of Missouri would
have in theirs. Mr. S. said he would make another quo-
tation from the same work he had before been indebted
to, which he believed had considerable bearing on this
sulyect. " The powers delegated by the proposed Consti-
tution, to the Federal Government, are few and defined

;

those which are to remain in the State Governments, are
numerous and indefinite; the former will be exercised
principally on external objects, as war, peace, negotia-
tion, and foreign commerce, with which last the powers
of taxation will, for the most part, be connected. The
powers reserved to the several States will extend to all

the objects, which in the ordinary course of afifairs con-
cern the lives, liberties, and properties of the people, and
the internal order, improvement, and prosperity of the
State." The applicability of this doctrine to the question
under consideration was so obvious, that he would not
detain the House to give examples, but leave it for gentle-
men to make the application

Mr. Scott believed, that the practice under the Consti-
tution had been different from that now contended for
by gentlemen ; he was unapprised of any similar provi-
8ion having ever been made, or attempted to be made, in

relation to any other new State heretofore admitted. The
argument drawn from the States formed out of the Terri-
tory northwest of the river Oliio, he did not consider as
analogous ; that restriction, if any, was imposed in pur-
suance of a compact, and only, so far as Congress could
do, carried into effect the disposition of Virginia in refe-

rence to a part of her own original Territory, and was,
in every respect, more just, because that provision was
made and published to the world at a time when but few,
If any, settlements were formed within that tract of coun-
try ; and the children of those people of color belonging
to the inhabitants then there, have been, and still were,
held in bondage, and were not free at a given age, as was
contemplated by the amendment under consideration ; nor
did he doubt but that it was competent for any of those
States admitted in pursuance of the Ordinance of '87, to
call a Convention, and so to alter their Constitution as
to allow the introduction of slaves, if they thought pro-
per to do so. To tliose gentlemen who liad in their argu-
ment, in support of the amendments, adverted to the in-

stance wliere Congress had, by the law authorizing the
people of Louisiana to form a Constitution and Stale
Government, exercised the power of imposing the terms
and conditions on which they should be permitted to do
80, he would recommend a careful examination and com-
parison of those terms with the Constitution of the
United States, when, he doubted not, they would be con-
vinced that these restrictions were only such as were in
express and positive language defined in the l.itterinstru-
strument, and would have been equally binding on the
people of Louisiana had they not been enumerated in the
law giving ttiem autliority to form a Constitution for
themselves.
Mr. S. said, he considered the contemplated conditions

and restrictions, contained in the fjropused amendments,
to be unconstitutional and unwarrantable, from the pro-
visions of the Treaty of Cession, by the third article of
which it was stipulated, that " the inhabitants of the
ceded Territory shall be incorporated in the Union of the
United States, and admitted, as soun as possible, accord-
ing to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the
enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and immunities
of citizens of the United States, and, in the mean time,
they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoy-
ment of their liberty, property, and the religion which
they profess."

The people were not left to the wayward discretion of
this or any other government, by saying that they may
be incorporated in the Union. The language was diflfer-

ent and imperative :
" they shall be incorporated."

Mr. Scott understood by the term incorporated, ihut
they were to form a constituent part of tliis republic;
that they were to become joint partners in the character
and councils of the country, and in the national losses
and national gains; as a Territory they were not an es-
sential part of the Government ; they were a mere pro-
vince, subject to the acts and regulations of the General
Government in all cases whatsoever. As a Territory, they
had not all the rights, advantagen amd immunities, of
citi«ensof the United l^tates. Mr. S himself furnished an
example, that, in their present condition, they had not all
the rights of the o'her citizens of the Union. Had he a vote
in this House? and yet these people were, during the war,
subject to certain taxes impotied by Congress. Had those
people any voice to give in the imposition of taxes to
which they were subject, or in the disposition of the
funds of the nation, and particuhirly those arising from
the sales of the public lands, t» which they already had,
and still would largely contribute? Had they a voice to
give in selecting the officers of this Government, or many

of their own ? In short, in what had they equal righU,
adrantages and immunities, with the other citizens of
the United States, but in the privilege to submit to a pro-
crastination of their rights, and in the advantage to sub-
scribe to your laws, your rules, your taxes, and your
powers, even without a hearing? Those people were also
" to be admitted into the Union as soon as possible."
Mr. Scott would infer from this expression, that it was the
understanding of the parties, that so soon as any portion
of the Territory, of sufficient extent to form a State,

should contain the number of inhabitants required bylaw
to entitle them to a representative on the floor of this

House, that they then had the right to make the call for
admission, and this admission, when made, was to be, not
on conditions that gentlemen might deem expedient, not
on conditions referable to future political views, not on
conditions that the Constitution the people should form
should contain a clause that would particularly open the
door for emigration from the North or from the South,
not on condition that the future population of the State
should come from a Slaveholding or Non-Slaveholding
State, " but according to the principles of the Federal
Constitution" and none other.
Mr. Scott had trusted that gentlemen who professed to

be actuated by motives of humanity and principle would
not encourage a course of dissimulation, or, by any vote
of theirs, render it necessary for the citizens of Missouri
to act equivocally to obtain their rights. He was unwill-
ing to believe, that political views alone led gentlemen on
this or any other occasion ; but, from the language of the
member from New-York (Mr. Taylor), he was compelled
to suspect that they had their influence upon him. That
gentlemen has told us, that if ever he left his present re-
sidence, it would be for Illinois or Missouri ; at all events,
he wished to send out his brothers and hissons. Mr. Scott
begged that gentleman to relieve him from the awful ap-
prehension excited by the prospect of this accession of
population. He hoped the House would excuse him while
he stated, that he did not desire that gentleman, his sons,
or his brothers, in that land of brave, noble, and inde-
pendent freemen. The member says that the latitude is

too far North to admit of Slavery there. Would the
gentleman cast his eye on the map before him, he would
there see, that a part of Kentucky, Virginia, and Mary-
land, were as far North as the Northern boundary of the
proposed State of Missouri. Mr. Scott would thank the
gentleman if he would condescend to tell him what pre-
cise line of latitude suited his conscience, his humanity,
or his political views, on this subject. Could that mem-
ber be serious, when he made the parallel of latitude the
measure of his good-will to those unfortunate blacks ?

Or was he trying how far he could go in fallacious argu-
ment and absurdity, without creating one blush even on
his own cheek, for inconsistency ? What, starve the ne-
groes out, pen them up in the swamps and morasses, con-
fine them to Southern latitudes, to long, scorching days
of labor and fatigue, until the race becomes extinct, that
the fair land of Missouri may be tenanted by that gentle-
man, his brothers, and sons ? He expected from the ma-
joriiy of the House a more liberal policy, and better evi-
dence that they really were actuated by humane motives.

The House bill, thus passed, reached the
Senate, February 17th, when it was read twice
and sent to a Select Committee already raised
on a like application from Alabama, consisting of

Messrs. Tait, of Georgia ; Morrow, of Ohio ; Williams, of
Mississippi ; Edwards, of Illinois ; Williams, of Tennessee.

On the 22nd, Mr. Tait, from this Committee,
reported the bill with amendments, striking out
the Anti-Slavery restrictions inserted by the
House. This bill was taken up in Committee of
the Whole, on the 27th, when Mr. Wilson of
New-Jersey moved its postponement to the 5th
of March—that is, to the end of the session

—

negatived : Yeas 14 ; Nays 2.3.

The Senate then proceeded to vote on agree-
ing to the amendments reported by the Select
Committee, viz. : 1, to strike out of the Hotrse
bill the following

:

And that all children of slaves born within the said
State, after the admission thereof into the Union, shall
be Free, but may be held to service until the age of
twenty-one years.

Which was stricken out by the following vote .

Yea»—Against the Reatriction—27. Naye—Fbr
the Restriction—7.
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The Senate then proceeded to vote on the
residue of the House Restriction, as follows

:

And provided also, That tjie further introduction of
Slavery or involuntary servitude be proliibited, except
for tlie punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall
have been duly convicted.

The vote on this clause was as follows

:

Yeas—For striking otU the ItestHction—22. Nays—Against striking out —16.

The bill thus amended was ordered to be en-
grossed, and was (March 2nd—last day but one
of the Session) read a third time, and passed
without a division. The bill was on that day
returned to the House, and the amendments of
the Senate read : whereupon, Mr. Tallmadge, of
New-York, moved that the bill be postponed
indefinitely. Yeas 69 ; Nays 74.

[The record shows hardly a vote changed from Yea, on
the original passage of the Restriction, to Nay now, but
many members who voted then were now absent or
etlent.]

The vote was then taken on concurring in
the Senate's amendments, as aforesaid, and the
House refused to concur ; Yeas 76 ; Nays 78.

[Hardly a rote changed ; but more members voting
than on ihe previous division, and less than when the
Kestriction was carried.]

The bill was now returned to the Senate, with
a message of non-concurrence ; when Mr. Tait
moved that the Senate adhere to its amendment,
which was carried without a division. The bill

being thus remanded to the House, Mr. Taylor,
of New-York, moved that the House adhere to
its disagreement, which prevailed. Yeas 78

;

Nays 6«. So the bill fell between the two
Houses, and was lost.

The Southern portion of the then Territory
of Missouri (organized by separation from
Louisiana in 1812) was excluded from the pro-
posed State of Missouri, and organized as a
separate Territory, entitled Arkansas.
The bill being under consideration, Mr. Tay-

lor, of New-York, moved that the foregoing re-
strictioii be applied to it also ; and the clause,
proposing that slaves born therein after the
passage of this act be free at twenty-five years
of age, was carried (February 17th) by 75 Yeas
to 73 Nays; but that providing against the
further introduction of Slaves was lost ; Yeas
70; Nays 71. The next day, the clause just
adopted was stricken out, and the bill ultimately
passed without any allusion to Slavery. Ar-
kansas of course became a Slave Territory, and
ultimately (1836) a Slave State.

THE SECOND MISSOURI STRUGGLE.

A new Congress assembled on the 6th of
December, 1819. Mr. Clav was again chosen
Speaker. On the 8th, Mr. Scott, delegate from
Missouri, moved that the memorial of her Ter-
ritorial Legislature, as also of several citizens,
praying her admission into the Union as a State,
be referred to a Select Committee ; carried,
and Messrs. Scott, of Missouri, Robertson, of
Kentucky, Terrell, of Georgia, Strother, of Vir-
ginia, and De Witt, of New-York, (all but the
last from the Slave region,) were appointed said
committee.

Mr. Strong, of New-York, that day gave
notice of a bill " To prohibit the further exten-
sion of Slavery in the United States."

On the 14th, Mr. Taylor, of New-York, moved
a Select Committee on this subject, which waa
granted ; and the mover, with Messrs. Liver-
more, of New-Hampshire, Barbour, (P. P.) of
Virginia, Lowndes, of South-Carolina, Fuller, of
Massachusetts, Hardin, of Kentucky, and Cuth
bert, of Georgia, were appointed such committee,
A majority of this Committee being Pro-Slavery,
Mr. Taylor could do nothing ; and on the 28th
the Committee was, on motion, discharged from
the further consideration of the subject.
On the same day, Mr. Taylor moved

:

That a Committee be appointed with instruction* to
report a bill prohibiting the further admission of slave*
into the Territories of the United States West of the river
Mississippi.

On motion of Mr. Smith, of Maryland, this
resolve was sent to the Committee of the Whole,
and made a special order for January 10th;
but it was not taken up, and appears to have
slept the sleep of death.

In the Senate, the memorial of the Missouri
Territorial Legislature, asking admission as a
State, was presented by Mr. Smith, of South-
Carolina, December 29th, and referred to the
Judiciary Committee, which consisted of
Messrs. Smith,of South Carolina ; Leake, of Mississippi

;

Burrill, of Rhode Island ; Logan, of Kentucky ; Otis of
Massachusetts,

DANIEL WEBSTER ON SLAVERY EXTENSION.

The following is extracted from the " Memor-
ial to the Congress of the United States, on the
subject of restraining the increase of Slavery in
New States to be admitted into the Union," in
pursuance of a vote of the inhabitants of Boston
and its vicinity, assembled at the State House
on the 3d of December, 1819, which was
drawn up by Daniel Webster, and signed by
himself, George Blake, Josiah Quincy, James
T. Austin, etc. It is inserted here instead of
the resolves of the various New England Legis-
latures, as a fuller and clearer statement of the
views of the great body of the people of that
section during the pendency of the Missouri
question

:

" MEMORIAL

To the Senate and Bouse ofRepresentatives of tM
United States, in Congress assembled :

The undersigned, inhabitants of Boston and ita

vicinity, beg leave most respectfully and humbly to repre-
sent: That the question of the introduction of Slavery
into the new States to be formed on the west side of the
Mississippi River, appears to them to be a question of
tlie last importance to the future welfare of the United
States. If the progress of this great evil is ever to be
arrested, it seems to the undersigned that this is the time
to arrest it. A false step taken now, cannot be retraced

;

and it appears to us that the happiness of unborn millionb
rests on the measure which Congress on this occasion
may adopt. Considering this as no local question, nor a
question to be decided by a temporary expediency, but
as involving great interests of the whole United Slates,
and affecting deeply and essentially those objects of
common defense, general welfare, and the perpetuation
of the blessings of liberty, for which the Constitution it-

self was formed, we have presumed, in this way, to offer

our sentiments and express our wishes to the National
Legislature. And, as various reasons have been sug-
gested against prohibiting Slavery in the new Slates, it

may perliaps be permitted to us to state our reasons,
both for believing ihit Ci^ngress possesses the Constitu-
tional power to make sHicli prohibi.ion a coudiiion, on
the admission of a new State into the Union, and that it

is just and proper tkat they should exercise that power.
"And in the fiist place, as to the Constitutional au-

thority of Cougru8S. The ConstlUitiou of the United
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States has declared that " Congress shall have power to I

dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations re-

specting the Territory or other property belonging to the
|

United Stales: and nothing in this Constitution shall be
i

so consLrued as to prejudice tlie claims of the United

States or of any particular S ate." It is very well known,
that the saving in this clause of the claims of any par-

ticular Slate, was designed to apply to claims by the then
existing States, of territory wliich was also claimed by
the United States as their own property. It has, there-

fore, DO bearing on the pre-ent question. The power,
then, of Congress over its own Territories, is, by the very
terms of the Constitution, unlimited. It may make all

" needful rules and regulations," which of course include

all such regulation? as lis own views of policy or expedi-

ency shall, from time to time, dictate. If, therefore, in

Its judgment it be needful for the benefit of a Territory to

enact a prohibition of Slavery, it would seem to be as

much within its power of Legislaiion as any other act of

local policy. Its sovereignty being complete and uni-

versal as to the Territory, it may exercise over it the

most aniple jurisdiction in every respect. It possesses,

in this view, all the authority which any State Legisla-

ture possesses over its own Territory ; and if any State

Legislature may, in its discretion, abolish or prohibit

Slavery within its own limits, in virtue of its general
Legislative authority, for the same reason Congress also

may exercise the like authority over its own Territories.

And that a State Legislature, unless restrained by some
Constitutional provision, may so do, is unquestionable,

and has been established by general practice

If the constitutional power of Congress to make the

proposed prohibition be satisfactorily shown, the justice

and policy of such prohibition seem to the undersigned
to be supported by plain and strong reasons. The per-

mission of Slavery in a new State, necessarily draws after

It an extension of that inequality of representation,

which already exists in regard to the original States.

It cannot be expected that those of the original States,

Which do not hold slaves, can look on such an extension
as being politically just. As between the original States

the representation rests on compact and plighted faith
;

and your memorialists have no wish that that compact
should be disturbed, or that plighted faith in the slightest

degree violated. But the subject assumes an entirely

different ch;iracter, when a new State proposes to be ad-
mitted. With her there is no compact, and no faith

plighted ; and where is the reason that she could come
into the Union with more than an equal share of political

importance and poli.ical power? Already the ratio of
representation, esiablished by the Constitution, has given
to the States holding slaves twenty members of the House
of Representatives more than they would have been en-
titled to, except under the particular provision of the
Constitution. In all proliabiliiy, this number will be
doubled in thirty years. Under these circumstances, we
deem it not an unreasonable expectation that the inhabi-
tants of Missouri should propose to come into the Union,
renouncing the right in question, and establishing a
Constitution prohibiting it forever. Without dwelling on
this topic, we have still thought it our duty to present it

to the consideration of Congress. We present it with a
deep and eiiriiest feeling of its importance, and we re-

spectfully sulicit for it tiie full consideration of the Na-
tional Legislature.

Your memorialists were not without the hope that the
time had at length arrived when the inconvenience and the
danger ot this description of population had become appa-
rent in all parts of this country and in all parts of the civil-

ised world. It might have been hoped that the new States
themselves would hiive had such a view of their own per-
manent interests and prosperity as would have led them
to prohibit its exten^iori and increase. The wonderful in-

crease and prosperity of the States north of the Ohio is un-
questionably to be ascribed, in a great measure, to the con-
sequences of the 01 dinaiice of 1T87 ; and few, indeed, are
the occasions, in the history of nations, in which so much
can be done, by a single act, for the benefit of future
generations, as was done by that ordinance, and as may
now be done by the Congress of the United States. We
appeal to the justice and to the wisdom of the National
Councils to prevent the further progress of a great and
serious evil. We appeal to those who look forward to the
remote consequences of their measures, and who cannot
balance a temporary or triUing inconvenience, if there
were such, against a permanent, growing, and desolating
evil. We cannot forbear to remind the two Houses of
Congress that the early and decisive measures adopted
by the American (government for the abolition of the
slave-trade, are among the proudest memorials of our
nation's glory. That Slavery was ever tolerated in the
Republic is, as yet, to be attributed to the policy of an-
other Government. No imputation, thus far, rests on

any portion of the American Confederacy. The Missouri
Territory is a new country. If its extensive and fertile

field shall be opened as a market for slaves, the Govern-
ment will seem to become a party to a traffic wliicli, in

so many acts, through so many years, it has denounced as

impolitic, unchristian, inhuman. To enact laws to pun-
ish the traffic, and, at the same time, to tempt cupidity

and avarice by the allurements of an insatiable market,
is inconsistent and irreconcilable. Government, by such
a course, would only defeat its own purposes, and render
nugatory its own measures. Nor can tlie laws derive

support from the manners of the people, if the power of

moral sentiment be weakened by enjoying, under the per-

mission of Government, great fncilities to commit of-

fenses. The laws of the United States have denounced
heavy penalties against the traffic in slaves, because such
traffic is deemed unjust and inhuman. We appeal to the

spirit of these laws. We appeal to this justice and human-
ity. We ask her whether tliey ouglit not to operate, on the

present occasion, with all their force ? We have a strong
feeling of the injustice of any toleration of Slavery. Cir-

cumstances have entailed it on a portion of our communi-
ty, which cannot be immediately relieved from it without
consequences more injurious than the suffering of the evil.

Hut to permit it in a new country, where yet no habits are
formed which render it indispensable, what is it, but to en-
courage that rapacity, and fraud and violence, against
which we have so long pointed the denunciations of our
penal code ? What is it, but to tarnish the proud fame of
the country ? What is it, but to throw suspicion on its good
faith, and to render questionable all its professions of re-

gard for the rights of humanity and the liberties of man-
kind?
As inhabitants of a free country—as citizens of a

great and rising Republic—as members of a Christian
community—as living in a liberal and enlightened age,
and as feeling ourselves called upon by the dictates of re-

ligion and humanity, we have presumed to offer our senti-

ments to Congress on this question, with a solicitude for the
event far beyond what a common occasion could inspire."

Instead of reprinting the Speeches elicited by

this fruitful theme, which must necessarily, to

a great extent, be a mere reproduction of ideas

expressed in the debate of the last session,

already given, we here insert the Resolves of

the Legislatures of New-York, New-Jersey,

Pennsylvania, Delaware and Kentucky—the first

three being unanimous expressions in favor of

Slavery Restriction ; the fourth, from a Slave

State, also in favor of such Restriction, though

probably not unanimously agreed to by the

Legislature ; the last against Restriction, and

also (we presume) unanimous. The Legislatures

of the Free States were generally unanimous for

Restriction ; those of the Slave States (Dela-

ware excepted) against it. It is not deemed
necessary to print more than the following :

NEW-TORK.

State of New-York, in Assembly, Jan. 17, 1820

:

Wheretis, The inhibiting the further extension of
Slavery in these United States is a subject of deep concern
among the people of this State ; and whereas we consider
Slavery as an evil much to be deplored ; and that every
constitutional barrier should be interposed to prevent its

further extension ; and that the Constitution of the United
States clearly gives Congress the right to require of new
States, not comprised within the original boundaries of
these United States, the proliibition of Slavery, as a condi-
tion of its admission into the Union : Therefore,
Resolved (if the honorable the Senate concur herein).

That our Senators be instructed, and our Representatives
in Congress be requested, to oppose the admission ;is a
State into the Union, any territory not comprised as afore-
said, without making the prohibition of Slavery therein an
indispensable condition of admission ; tlierefore,

Itesolved, That measures be taken by the clerks of
the Senate and Assembly of this State, to transmit copies
of the preceding resolutions to each of our Senators and
Representatives in Congress.

(Unanimously concurred in by 'ie Senate.)
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NEW-JERSET.

HODKB OF REPRKSENTATrTES, )

January lAth, 1820.
)

Mr. Wilson, of N. J., communicated the fol-

lowing Resolutiohs of the Legislature of the

State of New-Jersey, which were read:

Whereas, A Bill is now depending in the Congress of
the United Slates, on the application of the people in the
Territory of Missouri for the admission of that Territory
as a State into the Unfoti, not containing provisions
against Slavery in such proposed State, and a question is

made upon the right and expediency of such provision,
The representatives of the people of New-Jersey,

in Legislative Council and General Assembly of the
said State, now in session, deem it a duty they owe to

themselves, to their constituents, and posterity, to de-
clare and make known the opinions they hold upon this

momentous subject; and,
1. Theij do reavlve and declare. That the further

admission of Territories into the Union, without restric-

tion of Slavery, would, in their opinion, essentially im-
pair the light of this and other existing States to equal
representation in Congress (a right at the foundation of
the political compact), inasmuch as such newly-admitted
slavehojding States would be represented on the basis of
their slave population ; a concession made at the forma-
tion" of the Constitution in favor of the then existing
States, but never stipulated for new States, nor to be in-

ferred from any article or clause in that instrument.
2. Eesohied, That to admit the Territory of Missouri

as a State into the Union, without prohibiting Slavery
there, would, in the opinion of the representatives of the
people of New-Jersey aforesaid, be no less than to sanc-
tion this great political and moral evil, furnish the ready
means of peopling a vast Territory with slaves, and per-
petuate all the dangers, ciimes, and pernicious effects of
domestic bondage.

3. Resolved, As the opinion of the Representatives
aforesaid. That inasmuch as no Territory has a right to
be adniitied into ihe Union, but on the principles of the
Federal Constitution, and only by a l;iw of Congress, con-
senting tliereto on the part of the existing S;ates, Con-
gress may rightfully, and ought to refuse such law, unless
upon the reasonable and just conditions, assented to on the
part of the people applying to become one of ttie States.

4. Resolved, In the opinion of the Representatives
aforesaid, Ttiat tlie article of the Constitution which re-

strains Congress from protiibitiDg the migration or impor-
tation of slaves, until after the year 1S08, does, by neces-
sary implication, admit the general power of Congress
over the subject of Slavery, and coneedes to them the
right to regulriie and restrain sucli migraiion and impor-
tation after that time, into the ex stmg, or any newly-to-
be-crealcd Slate.

5. Resolved, As the opinion of the Representatives
of the people of New-Jersey aforesaid. That inasmuch as
Congress tiave a clc'r right to refuse the admission of a
Territory into the Union, l^y the terms of the Constitu-
tion, they ought, in the present case, to exercise that ab-
solute discretion in order to preserve the political rights
of llie several existing States, and prevent the great na-
tional disgrace and muliiplied mischiefs, which must ensue
from oonceiiing it, as a matter of right, in the immense
Territories yet to claim admission into the Union beyond
the Mississippi, that they may tolerate Slavery.

6. Reaoiced, (with the concurrence of Council,) That
the Governor of tins State be requested to transmit a copy
of the foregoing resolutions to each of the Senators and
Representatives of tliis State in the Congress of the Uni-
ted States.

PENNSTLTANIA.

HoDSi': OF Representativb^,
\_

December IWi, 1S19. )

A motion was made by Mr. Duane and Mr.
Thackara, and read as follows:

The Senate and House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Pennsylvania, while they clierish the right

f the individual States to express their opinion upon all

public measures proposed in the Congress of the Union,
are awan- that its usefulness must in a great degree de-
pend upon tlie discretion with which it is exercised ; they
believe that the riglit ought not to be resorted to upon
trivinl subjects or unimportant occasions; but they are
also persuaded that there are moments when tlie neglect
to exercise it w(mld be a dereliction of public duty.

Such an occasion, as in tlieir judgment demands the
frank ex|iression of tlie sentiments of Pennsylvania, is

oow pre.-.enied. A measure was ardently supported in

the last Congress of tlie United States, and will probably
be as earnestly urged during the existing session of that
body, which has a palpable tendency to impair the politi-

cal relations of the several Stales ; which is calculated to
mar the social happiness of the |)reseiit and futuie gene-
rations; which, if adopted, would impede the march of
humanity and Freeilom through the world ; and would
transfer from a misguided ancestry an odious stain and
fix it indelibly upon ttie present race—a measure, in brief,

which proposes to spread the crimes and cruelties of Sla-
very from the banks of the Mississippi to t tie shores of the
Pacific. Wlien a measure of tliis character is seriously
advocated in the republican Congress of America, in tiic

nineteenth century, the several States are invokeil by the
duty which they owe to the Deity, by the veneration whicl)
th«y entertain for the memory of the founders of the Re-
public, and by a tender regard for posterity, to protest
against its adoption, to refuse to covenant wiili crime,
and to limit tlie raiige of an evil that alreany hangs in
awful boding over so large a portion of the Union.

Nor can such a protest be entered by any State with
greater propriety than by Pennsylvania. This Common-
wealth has as sacredly respected the riglits of other
Slates as it has b^-en careful of its own ; it has been the
invariable aim of the people of Pennsylvania to extend
to the universe, by their example, the unadulterated
blessings of civil and religious freedom ; and it is their

pride that they have been at all times the practical advo-
cates of thoie improvements and charities among men
which are so well calculated to enable them to answer the
purposes of their Creator; and above all, they may boast
that they were foremost in removing the pollution of Sla-

very from among them.
If, indeed, the measure, against which Pennsylvania

considers it her duty to raise her voice, were calculated
to abridge any of the rights guaranteed to the several
States ; if, odious as Slavery is, it was proposed to hasten
its extinction by means injurious to the States upon which
it was unhappily entaileil, Pennsylvania would be among
the first to insist upon a sacred observance of tlie Consti-
tutional compact. But it cannot be pretended that the
rights of any of the States are at all to be affected by re-

fusing to extend the mischiefs of human bondage over
the boundless regions of the West, a Terriiory which
formed no part of the Union at the adoption of the Con-
stitution ; which has been but lately purchased from a
European Power by the people of the Union at large;

which may or may not be admitted as a State into the

Union at the discretion of Congress ; which must estab-
lish a Republican form of Government, and no other;
and whose climate.affords none of the pretexts urged for

resorting to the labor of natives of the torrid zone ; such
a Territory has no right, inherent or acquired, such as
those States possessed which established the existing Con-
stitution. W hen that Constitution was framed in Septem-
ber, ITST, the concession that three-fifths of the slaves in

the Stales then existing sliould be represented in Con-
gress, could not have been intended to embrace regions

at that time held by a loreign power. On the contrary,
so anxious were the Congress of that day to confine hu-
man bondage witliin its ancient home, that on the 13th
of July, 1T&7, that body unanimously declared that Sla-

very or involuntary servitude should not exist in the ex-
tensive Territories hounded by the Ohio, the Mississippi,

Canada and the Lakes; and in the ninth article of the
Constitution itself, the power of Congress to prohibit the
emigration of servile persons after 18(i8, is expressly re-

cognizetf ; nor is there to be found in the statute-book a
single instance of the admission of a Territory to the
rank of a State, in wliich Congress have not adhered to

the right, vested in them by the Constitution, to stipu-

late with the Territory upon the conditions of the boon.
The Senate and House of Representatives of Penn-

sylvania, therefore, cannot but deprecate any departure
from the humane and enlightened policy pursued not only
by the illustrious Congress which framed the Constitution,

but by their successors without exception. They are per-

suaded that, to open the fertile regions of the West to a
servile race, would tend to increase their numbers beyond
all past example, would open a new and steady market
for the lawless venders of human flesh, and would render
all schemes for obliterating this most foul blot upon the

American character, useless and unavailing.

Under'these cnnvictions, and in the full persuasion that

upon this topic there is but one opinion in Pennsylvania

—

" Resolved hy the Senate atul House of Representa-
tives of ihe Commo7iwealth of Pennsylvania, That the

Senators of this State in tlie Congress of the United
States be, and they are hereby instructed, and tiiat the

Representatives of this State in the Congress of the Uni-

ted States be, and they are hereby requested, to vote

against the admission of any Terriiory as a State into the

Union, unless said Territory shall stipulate and agree
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that " the further introduction of Slavery or involuntary
servitude, except for the punishment of crimes whereof
the pariy sliall liave been duly couvicted, shall be pro-
hibited ; and that all children born within the said Ter-
ritory, after its admission into the Union as a State, shall

be free, but may be held to service until the age of twenty-
five years."

Resolved, That the Governor be, and he is hereby, re-

quested to cause a copy of the foregoing preamble and
resolution to be transmitted to each of the Senators and
Kepreseniatives of this State in the Congress of the United
States.

Laid on the table.

Thursdat, December 16, 1819.

Agreeably to the order of the day, the House resumed
the consideration of the resolutions postponed on the
14th inst., I'clallve to preventing the introduction of
Slavery into States hereafter to be admitted into the
Union. And on the question, " Will the House agi-ee to

the resolution ?" the Yeas and Nays were required by
Mr. Randall and Mr. Souder, and stood—Yeas 74—(54
Democrats, 20 Federalists) ; Nays none. Among the
Yeas were David R. Porter, late Governor, Josiah Ran-
dall of Philadelphia, late Whig, now a leading Democrat,
William Williins, late minister to Russia, since in the
State Senate, Dr. Daniel Sturgeon, late U. S. Senator,
etc., etc. William Duane, editor of The Aurora, then
the Democratic organ, also voted for the resolutions, as
he had prominently advocated the principle they
asserted.

The Senate unanimously concuiTed, and the Resolves
were signed by Gov. William Findlay.

DELAWARK.

lu Senate of the United States, early in 1820,

Mr, Van Dyke communicated the following

Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of

Delaware, which were read

:

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives
of the State of Delaware, in General Assembly met:
That it is, in the opinion of this General Assembly, the
constitutional right of the United States, in Congi'ess
assembled, to enact and establish, as one of the condi-
tions for the admission of a new State into the Union, a
provision which shall effectually prevent the further
introductiou of Slavery into such State ; and that a due
regard to the true interests of such State, as well as of
the other States, require that the same should be done.
Resolved, That a copy of the above and foregoing

resolution be transmitted, by the Speaker of the
Senate, to each of the Senators and Representatives
from this State in the Congress of the United States.

KENTUCKY.

In Senate, January 24th, 1820, Mr. Logan
communicated the following preamble and Re-
solutions of the Legislature of the State of
Kentucky, which were read :

Whereas, The Constitution of the United States pro-
vides for the admission of new States into the Union, and
it is just and proper that all such States should be estab-
lished upon the footing of original States, with a view
to the preservation of State Sovereignty, the prosperity
of such new State, and the good of their citizens ; arid
whereas, successful attempts have been heretofore
made, and are now making, to prevent the People of the
Territory of Missouri from being admitted into the Union
as a State, unless trammeled by rules and regulations
which do not exist in the original States, particularly in
relation to the toleration of Slavery.

VHierens, also, if Congress can thus trammel or
control the powers of a Territory in the formation of a
State government, that body may, on the same principle,
reduce its powers to little more than those possessed
by the people of the District of Columbia, and whilst
professing to make it a Sovereign State, may bind it in
perpetual vassalage, and reduce it to the condition of a
province ; such State raust necessarily become the
dependent of Congress, asking such powers, and not the
independent State, demanding rights. And whereas, it

is necessary, in preserving the State Sovereignties in
their present rights, that no new State should be sub-
jected to this restriction, any more than an old one, and
tliat there can be no reason or justice why it should not
be entitled to the same privili'gcii, when it is bound to
bear all the burdens and taxes laid upon it by Congress.

In passing the following resolution, the General
Assembly refrains from expressing any opinion either in
favor or against the principles of Slavery ; but to sup-

I

port and maintain State rights, which it conceives neces*
•ary to be supported and maintained, to preserve the
liberties of the free people of these United States, it

avows its solemn conviction, that the States already
confederated under one common Constitution, have no*
a right to deprive new States of equal privileges with
themselves. Therefore, *

Beiolved, by the General Assembly of the Common-
wealth of Kentucky, That the Senators in Congress from
this State be instructed, and the Representatives be
requested, to use their eilorts to procure the passage of a
law to admit the people of Missouri into the Union, as a
State, whether those people will sanction Slavery by
their Constitution or not.

Mesolved, That the Executive of this Commonwealth
be requested to transmit this Resolution to the Senators
and Representatives of this State in Congress, that it

may be laid before that body for its consideration.

The bill authorizing Missouri to form a con-
stitution, etc., came up in the House as a
special order, Jan. 24th. Mr. Taylor, of N. Y.,

moTed that it be postponed for one week:
Lost : Yeas 87 ; Nays 88. Whereupon the

House adjourned. It was considered in com-
mittee the next day, as also on the 28th and
30th, and thence debated daily until the 19th

of February, when a bill came down from the

Senate " to admit the State of Maine into the

Union," but with a rider authorizing the people

of Missouri to form a State Constitution, etc.,

without restriction on the subject of Slavery.

The House, very early in the session, passed

a bill providing for the admission of Maine as a
State. This bill came to the Senate, and waa
sent to its Judiciary Committee aforesaid, which
amended it by adding a provision for Missouri as

above. After several days' debate in Senate, Mr,

Roberts, of Pa., moved to recommit, so as to

strike out. all but the admission of Maine ; which
was defeated (Jan. 14th, 1820)—Yeas 18 ; Nays
25. Hereupon Mr. Thomas, of HI., (who voted

with the majority, as uniformly against any
restriction on Missouri) gave notice that be
should
" ask leave to bring a bill to prohibit the introductioa
of Slavery into the Territories of the United /States

North and West of the contemplated State of Miv-
souri ;"

—which he accordingly did on the 19th ; when
it was read and ordered to a third reading.

[Note.—Great confusion and misconception exists in

the public mind with regard to the " Missouri Restric-

tion," two totally diuferent propositions being called by
that name. The original Restriction, which Mr. Clay
vehemently opposed, and Mr. JelTerson in a letter

characterized as a "fire-bell in the night," contemplated
the limitation of Slavery in its exclusion from the State

ofMissouri. This was ultimately defeated, as we shall

see. The second proposed Restriction was that of Mr.
Thomas, just cited, wMch proposed the exclusion of
Slavery, not from the State of Missouri, but from the
TerriioHesofthe United States North and West of that
State. This proposition did not emanate from the origi-

nal Missouri Restrictionists, but fiom their adversaries,

and was but reluctantly and partially accepted by the
former.]

The Maine admission bill, with the proposed
amendments, was discussed through several

days, until, Feb. 16th, the question was taken
on the Judiciary Committee's amendments
(authorizing Missouri to form a State Constitu-

tion, and saying nothing of Slavery), which
were adopted by the following vote:

Yeas—Against the Restriction on Missouri, 28.

[20 from Slave States ; 3 from Free States.]

Nai/a—'EoT Restriction, 21.

[19 from Free States ; 2 from Delaware.]

Mr. Thomas, of 111., then proposed his amend-

m
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meiit, which, on the following day, he withdrew
nnd substituted the following :

And be it farther enacted. That in all that Territory
ceded by France to the United States under the name of
Louisiana whicli lies north of thirty-six degrees thirty

minutes north latitude, excepting only such part thereof

as is included within the limits of the State contemplated
by this act, Slavery and involuntary servitude, otherwise
tlian in the punisliment of crime wliereof the party shall

have been duly convicted, sliall be and is hereby forever
prohibited. Provided always, that any person escaping
into the same, from where labor or service is lawfully
claimed in any State or Territory of the United States,

such fugitive may be lawfully reclaimed and conveyed
to tlie person claiming his or her labor or service as

aforesaid.

Mr. Trimble, of Ohio, moved a substitute for

this, somewhat altering the boundaries of the

regions shielded fiom Slavery, which was
rejected : Yeas 20 (Northern) ; Nays 24
(Southern).

The question then recurred on Mr. Thomas's
amendment, which was adopted, as follows :

Yeas—For excluding Slavery from all the

Territory North and West of Missouri

:

Messrs. Brown of La.,

Buriill of K. I.,

Dana of Conn.,
Diclierson of N. J.,

Eaton of Tenn.,
Edwards of 111.,

Horsey of Del.,

Hunter of K. I.,

Johnson of Ky.,
Johnson of La..

Mellen of Mass.,
Morrill of N. H.,
Otis of Mass.,
Palmer of Vt.,

Parrott of N. H.,
Picliney of Md.,
Roberts of Pa.,
Ruggles of Ohio,
Sanford of N. Y.,

Stolies of N. C,
King (Wm. R.) of Ala., Thomas of 111.,

King (Rufus) of N. Y., Tichenor of Vt.,

Lanman of Conn., Trimble of Ohio,
Leake of Miss., Van Dyke of Del.,

Lowrie of Pa., Wallcer of Ala.,

Lloyd of Md., Williams of Tenn.,
Logan of Ky., Wilson of N. J.

—

Si.

A'aiiK—Arrniiist such Restriction:

Messrs. Barhour of Ta., Pleasants of Va.,
Elliott of Ga., Smith (Wm.) of S. C.
Gaillard of S. C, Taylor of Ind.,

Macon of N.C., Wallcer of Ga.,
Noblt of Ind., Williams of Miss.—10.

[It will here be seen that the Restriction ulti-

mately ailoptfd—that excluding Slavery from
uli territory then owned by the United States

North and West of the Southwest border of the

State of Missouri—was proposed by an early and
steadfast opponent of the Restriction originally

proposed, relative to Slavery in the contem-
plated State of Missouri, and was sustained by
the votes offourteen Senators from Slave States,

including the Senators from Delaware, Mary-
land, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and
Louisiana, with one vote each from North
Carolina and Mississippi.

The current assumption that this Restriction

was proposed by Rufus King, of New-York, and
mainly sustained by the antagonists of Slavery

Extension, is wholly mistaken. The truth,

doubtless, is, that it was suggested by the more
moderate opponents of the proposed Restriction

on Missouri—and supported also by Senators

from Slave States—as a means of overcoming
the resistance of the House to Slavery in Mis-

souri. It was, in effect, an offer from the

milder opponents of Slavery Restriction to the

more moderate and flexible advocates of that

Restriction—" Let us have Slavery in Missouri,

and we will unite with you in excluding it from
ail the luiinhabited territories North and West
of that State." It was in substance an agree-

uient between the North and the South to that

effect, thougli the njore determined champions,
whether of Slavery Extension or Slavery Re-
striction, did not luiite in it.]

The bill, thus amended, was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading by the following

vote

:

Yeas—For the Missouri Bill

:

Lloyd of Md.,
Logan of Ky.,
Parrott of N H.,
Pinkney of Md.,
Pleasants of Va.,
Stokes of N. 0,
Thomas of 111.,

Van Dyke of Del.,

Walker of Ala.,

AValker of Ga.,
Williams of Miss.,

AVilliams of Tenn—24

Messrs. Barbour of Va.,
Brown of La.,

Eaton of Tenn.,
Edwards of 111.,

Elliott of Ga.,
Gaillard of S. C,
Horsey of Del.,

Hunter of R. I.,

Johnson of Ky.,
Jolmson of La.,

King of Ala.,

Leake of Miss.,

^ay.t—Against the Bill

:

Messrs. BurriU of R. I., Otis of Ma.=;s.,

Dana of Conn., Palmer of Vt.,

Dickerson of N. J., Roberts of Pa.,

King of N. Y., Ruggles of Ohio,
Lanman of Conn., Sanford of N. Y.,

Lowrie of Pa., Smith of S. C,
Macon of N. C. Taylor of Ind.,

Mellen of Jlass., Tichenor of Vt.,

Morrill of N. U., Trimble of Ohio.,

Noble of Ind., Wilson of N. J.—20.

The bill was thus passed (Feb. ISth) withotit

further division, and sent to the House for con-

currence. In the House, Mr. Thomas's amencl-

ment (as above) was at first rejected by both
parties, and defeated by tiie strong vote of 159
to 18. The Yeas (to adopt) were,

Messrs. Baldwin of Pa., Meech, ofVt.,
Bayly of Md., Mercer of Va.,

Bloomfield of N. J., Quarles ofKy.,
Cocke of Tenn., Ringgold of Md.,
Crafts of Vt., Shaw of Mass.,
Culpepper of N. C, Sloan of Ohio

,

Kinsey of N. J., Smith of N. J.,

Lathrop of Mass., Smith of Md.,
Little of Md., Tarr of Pa-—18.

Prior to this vote, the House disagreed to

the log-rolling of Maine and Missouri, into one
bill by the strong vote of 93 to 72. [We do
not give the Yeas and Nays on this decision

;

but the majority was composed of the repre-

sentatives of the Free States with only four ex-

ceptions ; and Mr. Louis McLane of Delaware,

who was constrained by instructions from his

legislature. His colleague, Mr. Willard Hall,

did not vote.]

The members from Free States who voted
with the South to keep Maine and Missouri

united in one bill were,

Messrs. H. Baldwin of Pa., Henry Meigs of N. T.,

Bloomfield of N. J., Henry Shaw of Mass.,

The House also disagreed to the remaining
amendments of the Senate (striking out the re-

striction on Slavery in Missouri) by the strong

vote of 102 Yeas to 68 Nays.
[Nearly or quite every Representative of a

Free State voted in the majority on this division,

with the following from Slave States :

Nelson, Md.,
Trimble, Ky.]

Louis McLane, Del.,

Alney McLean, Ky.

So the House rejected all the Senate's

amendments, and returned the bill with a cor-

responding message.

The Senate took up the bill on the 24th, and
debated it till the 28th ; when, on a direct vote,

it was decided 7iot to recede from the attach-

ment of Missouri to the Maine bill : Yeas 21
;

(19 from Free States and two from Delaware;.'
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Nays, 23 ; (20 from Slave States with Messrs.

Taylor of lud., Edwards and Thomas of 111.)

The Senate also voted not to recede from its

amendment prohibiting Slavery west of Mis-

souri, and north of 36° 30', north latitude.

(For receding, 9 from Slave States, with Messrs.

Noble and Taylor of Ind. : against it, 33—(22

from Slave States, 11 from Free States.) The
remaining amendments of the Senate were
then insisted on without division, and the

House notified accordingly.

The bill was now returned to the House,
which, on motion of Mr. John W. Taylor of

N. Y , voted to insist on its disagreement to all

but Sec. 9 of the Senate's amendments, by Yeas
97 to Nays 76 : (all but a purely sectional vote :

Hugh Nelson of Va. voting with the North

;

Baldwin of Pa., Bloorafield of N. J., and Shaw
of Mass., voting with the South).

Sec. 9, (tlie Senate's exclusion of Slavery

from the Territory north and west of Missouri)

was also rejected—Yeas 160 ; Nays, 14, (much
as before). The Senate thereupon (March 2nd)

passed the House's Missouri bill, striking out

the restriction of Slavery by Yeas 27 to Nays
1.5, and adding without a division the exclusion

of Slavery from the territory west and north of

said State. Mr. Trimble again moved the ex-

clusion of Slavery from Arkansas also, but was
again voted down. Yeas, 12 ; Nays, 30.

The Senate now asked a conference, which
the House granted without a division. The
Committee of Conference was composed of

Messrs. Thomas of Illinois, Pinkney of Maryland,
and Barbour of Va. (all anti-restrictionists), on
the part of the Senate, and Messrs. Holmes of

Mass., Taylor of N. Y., Lowndes of S. C,
Parker of Mass , and Kinsey of N. J., on the

part of the House. (Such constitution of the

Committee of Conference was in effect a sur-

render of the Restriction on the part of the
House.) John Holmes of Mass., from this Com-
mittee, in due time (March 2nd), reported that,

1. The Senate should give up the combina-
tion of Missouri in the same bill with Maine.

2. The House should abandon the attempt
to restrict Slavery in Missouri.

3. Both Houses should agree to pass the
Senate's separate Missouri bill, with Mr.
Thomas's restriction or compromising proviso,

excluding Slavery from all Territory north and
west (if Missouri.

The report having been read, the first and
most important quesiion was put, viz:

Will the House concur with the Senate In so much of
the said anieudmeiiis as proposes to strike fi-oiu the
fourth section of the Missouri) b.ll the provision prohib-
iting .(Slavery or involuntary servitude, in the contem-
plated State, otherwise than in the punishment of
crimes ?

On which question the Yeas and Nays were
demanded, and wore as follows :

Yeas—For ffiui/iy up Restrictions on Mis-
souri :

Massachusetts.—Mark Langdon Ilill, John Holmes,
Jonathan Mason, Henry Shaw—4.

Rhodk Island.—Samuel Eddy—1.

CoNNECTicCT.—Samuel A. Foot, James Stephens—2.

Nkw-Yokk.— Henry Meigs, Henry 11. Storrs—2.

New-Jersky—Joseph ISloomfield, Charles Kinsey, Ber-
aard Smith— .3.

Pennsylvania.—Henry Baldwin, David FuUerton—^2,

Total from Free-States 14.

Dklawabb.—Louis McLane—1.

Makyland.—Stephenson Arclier, Thomas Bayly,
Thomas Culbreth, Joseph Kent, I'eter Little, Raphael
Neale, Samuel Ringgold, Samuel Smith, Uem-y R War-
field-9.

Virginia.—Mark Alexander, William S. Archer, PhiKp
P. Barbour, William A. Burwell, John Floyd, Robert S.

Garnett, James Johnson. James Jones, William McCoy,
Charles P. Jlercer, Hugh Nelson, Thomas Nelson, Severn
E. Parker, Jas. Pindall, John Randolph, Ballard Smith,
Alexander Smyth, George F. Strother, Thomas Van
Swearingen, George Tucker, John Tyler, Jared Williams
—22.
North Carolina.—Hutchins G. Burton, John Culpep-

per, M'illiam Davidson, Weldou N. Edwards, Charles
Fisher, Thomas H. Hall, Charles Hooks, Thomas Settle,

Jesse Slocumb, James S. Smith, Felix Walker, Lewis
Williams—12.

South Carolina.—Josiah Brevard, Elias Earle, James
Erwin, William Lowndes, James McCreary, James Over-
street, Charles Pinckney, Eldred Simkins, Sterling
Tucker—9.

Georgia.—Joel A. Abbot, Thomas W. Cobb. Joel
Crawford, John A. Cuthbert, Robert R. Raid, William
Terrill—6.
Alabama.—John Crowell—1.

Mississippi.—John Rankin— 1.

LotnsiANA.—Thomas Butler—1.

Kentucky—Richard C. Anderson, jr., William Brown,
Benjamin Hardin, Alney McLean, Thomas Metcalf, Tun-
stall Quarles, Geo. Robertson, David Trimble—8.
Tennessek.—Robert Allen, Henry H. Bryan, Newton

Cannon, John Cocke, Francis Jones, John Rhea—5.

Total Yeas from Slave States, 76 ; in all 90.

Nays—Against gluing up the Restriction on
Slavery wt Missouri :

New-Hampshirb.—Joseph Buffum, jr., Josiah Butler,
Clifton Clagett, Arthur Livermore, William Plumer, jr.,

Nathaniel Upham—6.

Massachusetts (including Maine).—Benjamin Adams,
Samuel C. Allen, Joshua Cushman, Edward Dowse, Wal-
ter Folger, jr., Timotiiy Fuller, Jonas Kendall, Martin
Kinsley, Samuel Lathroji, Knoch Lincoln, Marcus Mor-
ton, Jeremiah Nelson, James Parker, Zabdiel Sampson,
Nathaniel Silsbee, Ezekiel Whitman—16.

Rhode Island.—Nathaniel Hazard—1.

Connecticut.—Jonathan 0. Moseley, Elisha Phelps,
John Ru3s, Gideon Tomlinson

—

i.

Vermont.—Samuel C. Crafts, Rollin C. Mallary, Ezra
Meech, Charles Rich, Mark Richards, William Strong—6.

New-Yiiuk.—Nathaniel Allen, Caleb Baker, Robert
Clark, Jacob H. De Witt, John D. Dickinson, John Fay,
William D. Ford, Ezra C. Gross, James Guyon, jr.,

Aaron Hackley, jr., George Hall, Joseph S. Lyman,
Robert Jlonell, Nathaniel Pitcher, Jonathan Richmond,
Randall S. Street, James St: ong, John W. Taylor, .Albert

H. Tracy, Solomon Van Reusselear, Peter U. W'endover,
Silas Wood—22.

New-Jers3y.—Ephraim Bateman, John Linn, Henry
Southard—3.

Pennsylvani*.—Andrew Boden, William Darlington,
George Dennison, Samuel Edwards, Thomas Forrest,
Samuel Gross, Joseph Hemphill, Jacob Hibschman,
Joseph Heister, Jacob Hostetter, William P. Maclay,
David Marchand, Robert Jlooi e, Samuel Moore, John
Murray, Thomas Patterson, Robert Philson, Thomas J.

Rogers, John Sergeant, Christian Tarr, James M. Wal-
lace—21.

Ohio.—Philemon Beecher, Ilenry Brush, John AV.

Campbell, Samuel Herrick, Thomas K. Ross, John Sloane
-6.

IsiDiANA.—William Hendricks—1.

Illinois.—Daniel P. Cook—1.

Total, Nays, 87—all from Free States.

(The nieml)ers apparently absent on this im-

portant division, were Henry W. Edwards of
Conn., Walter Case and Honorius Peck of N. Y.
and John Conditof N J., from the Free States;

with Lemuel Sawyer of N. C, and David
Walker of Ky., from the Slave States. Mr.
Clay of Ky., being Speaker, did not vote.)

Tliis defeat broke the back of the Northern
resistance to receiving Missouri as a Slave

State.

Mr. Taylor, of N. Y., now moved an amend-
ment, intended to include Arkansas Territory
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r.ndpr the proposed Inliibition of Slavery west

of Missouri ; but tiiis motion was cut off by the

Previous Question, (which then cut off amend-

ments more rigorously, according to the rules

of the House, than it now does), and the House

proceeded to concur with the Senate in inserting

the exclusion of Slavery from the territory

west and north of Missouri, instead of that just

stricken out by, 134 Yeas to 42 Nays, (the Nays
being from the South). So the bill wa.s passed

in the form indicated above ; and the bill ad-

mitting Maine as a State, (relieved, by a confer-

ence, from the Missouri rider,) passed both

Houses without a divison, on the following day.

Such was the virtual termination of the strug-

gle for the restriction of Slavery in Missouri,

which was beaten by the plan of proffering in-

stead an exclusion of Slavery from all the then

federal territory west and north of that State.

It is unquestionable that, without this compromise
or equivalent, the Northern votes, which passed

the bill, could not have been obtained for it.

THE THIRD MISSOURI STRDGGLK.

Though the acceptance of Missouri as a

State, with a Slave Constitution, was forever

settled by the votes just recorded, a new excite-

ment sprang up on her presenting herself to

Congress (Nov. IG, 1820),) with a State Consti-

tutioTi, friuned on the Iflth of July, containing

the following resolutions

:

The General Assembly sliall have no power to pass
laws, First, for the emancipation of slaves without the
consent of their owners, or without paying them, before
such emancipation, a full equivalent for such slaves so
emancipated; and, Second, to prevent bona Jide emi-
ffi-ants to this State, or actual settlers therein, from
bringing from any of the United States, or from any of
their Territories, such persons as may there be deemed to

be slaves, so long as any persons of the same description
are allowed to be held as slaves by the laws of this State.

. . . It shall be their duty, as soon as may be, to
pass such laft-s as may be necessary.

First, to prevent free negroes and mulattoes from
coming to, and settling in, this State, under anj' pretext
whatever.

The North, still smarting under a sense of its

defeat on the question of excluding Slavery from
Missouri, regarded this as needlessly defiant,

insulting, and inhuman, and the section last

quoted as palpably in violation of that clause

of the Federal Constitution which gives to the
citizens of each State (which blacks are, in

several Free States), the rights of citizens in

every State. A determined resistance to any
such exclusion was manifested, and a. portion
of the Northern Members evinced a disposition

to renew the struggle against the further intro-

duction of slaves into Missouri. At the first

effort to carry her admission, the House voted
it down—Yeas, 79; Nays, 93. A second at-

tempt to admit her, on condition that she would
expunge the obno.xious clause (last quoted) of
her Constirution, was voted down still more de-

cisively—Yeas, 6 ; Nays 146.

The House now rested, until a joint resolve,

admitting her with but a vague and ineffective

qualification, came down from the Senate, where
it was passed by a vote of 26 to 18—six Sena-
tors from Free States in the affirmative. Mr.
Clay, who had resigned in the recess, and been
succeeded, as Speaker, by John W. Taylor, of

New-York, now appeared as the leader of the

Misa)uri admissionists, and proposed terms of

compromise, which Were twice voted down by
the Northern members, aided by John Randolph
and three others frofn the South, who would
have Jlissouii admitted without condition or

qualification. At last, Mr. Clay proposed a Joint
Committee on this subject, to lie cliosen by bal-

lot—which the House agreed to by lul to .0.5
;

and Mr. Clay became its Chairman. By this

Committee, it was agreed that a solemn pledge
should be required of the Legislature of Mis-
souri that the Constitution of that State should
not be construed to ; uihorize the passage of
any Act, and that no Act should be passed,
"by which any of the citizens of either of the
States should be exchided from the enjoyment
of the privileges and immunities to which thev
are entitled under the Constitution of the United
States." The Joint liesolution, amended bv
the addition of this proviso, passed the House
by 86 Yeas to 82 Nays ; the Senate concurred
(Feb. 27th, 1821,) by 26 Yeas to 15 Nays— (ail

Northern but Macon, of N. C); Missouri com-
plied with the condition, and became an ac-

cepted member of the Union. Thus closed the
last stage of the fierce Missouri Controversy,
which for atime seemed to threaten— as so many
other controversies have harmlessly threatened
—the existence of the Union.

EXTENSION OF MISSOURI.

The State of Missouri, as originally organized,

was bounded on the west by a line already

specified, which excluded a triangle west of

said line, and between it and the Missouri,

which was found, in time, to be exceedingly

fertile and desirable. It was free soil by the

terms of the Missouri compact, and was also

covered by Indian reservations, not to be

removed without a concurrence of two-thirds

of the Senate. Messrs. Benton and Linn, Sena-

tors i'rom Missouri, undertook the difficult task

of engineering through Congress a bill includ-

ing this triangle (large enough to form seven

Counties) within the State of Missouri; whicn
they effected, at the long session of 1835-6, so

quietly as hardly to attract attention. The bill

was first sent to the Senate's Committee on the

Judiciary, where a favorable report was pro-

cured trom Mr. John M. Clayton, of Delaware,

its Chairman ; and then it was floated through
both Houses without encountering the perils of

a division. The requisite Indian treaties were
likewise carried through the Senate ; so Missouri

became possessed of a large and desirable

accession of territory, which has since beconie

one of her most populous and wealthy sections,

devoted to the growing of hemp, tobacco,, etc.,

and cultivated by slaves. This is the most pro-

Slavery section of the State, in which was
originated, and was principally sustained, that

series of inroads into Kansas, corruptions of

her ballot-bo.xes, and outrages upon her people,

which earned for their authors the appellation

of Border Ruffians.

THE ANNEXATION OF TEXAS.

The name of Texas was originally applied to

a Spanish possession or province, lying between

the Mississippi and the Rio Grande del Norte,

but not extending to either of these great rivei-s.

It was an appendage of the Viceroyalty of
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Mexico, but had very lew civilized inhabitants

do'vn to the time of the separation of Mexico
from Spain. On two or three occasions, bands
of French adventurers had lauded on its coast,

or entered it from the adjoining Fiencli colony
of Louisiana; but they had uniformly been
treated as intruders, and either destroyed or

made prisoners by the Spanish nuluary autliori-

ties. No line had ever been drawn between
the two colonies; but the traditional line be-

tween them, south of the Red River, ran some-
what within the limits of the present State of
Louisiana.

When Louisiana was transferred by France to

the United States, without specification of

boundaries, collisions of claims on this frontier

was apprehended. General Wilkinson, com-
manding the United States troops, moved gra-

dually to the west; the Spanish commandant in

Texas likewise drew toward the frontier, until

they stood opposite each other across what was
then tacitly settled as the boundary between the

the two countries. This was uever afterward
disregarded.

In 1819, Spain and the United States seemed
on the verge of war. General Jackson had
twice invaded Florida, on the assumption of
complicity on the part of her rulers and people
—hrst with our British, then with our savage
enemies—and had finally overrun, and, in effect,

annexed it to the Union. Spain, on the other
hand, had preyed upon our commerce during
the long wars in Europe, and honestly owed our
merchants large sums for unjustifiable seizures

and spoliations. A negotiation for the settle-

ment of these differences was carried on at

Washington, between John Quincy Adams, Mr.
Monroe's Secretary of State, and JDon Onis, the
Spanish embassador, in the course of which Mr.
Adams set up a claim, on the part of this

country, to Texas as a natural geographical
appendage not of Mexico, but of Louisiana.
This claim, however, lie eventually waived and
relinquished, in consideration of a cession of
Florida by Spain to this country—our govern-
ment agreeing, on its part, to pay the claims of
our merchants for spoliations. Texas remained,
therefore, what it always had been— a depart-
ment or province of Mexico, with a formal
quit-claim tliereto on the part of the United
States.

The natural advantages of this region in
time attracted the attention of American adven-
turers, and a small colony of Yankees was set-

tled thereon, about 18iy-2u, by Moses Austin,
of Connecticut. Other settlements followed.
Originally, grants of land in Texas were prayed
for, and obtained of the Mexican Government,
on the assumption that the petitioners were
Roman Cathohcs, persecuted in the United
States because of their religion, and anxious to
find a refuge in some Catholic country. Thus
all the early emigrants to Texas went pro-
fessedly as Catholics, no other religion being
tolerated.

Slavery was abolished by Mexico soon after
the consummation of her inde[)endence, when
rery few slaves were, or ever had been, in Texas.
But, about 1834, some years after this event, a
quiet, but very general, and evidently con-
certed, emigration, mainly from Tennessee and

I other southwestern States, began to concentrate

f itself in Texas. The emigrants carried rifles

;

1 many of them were accompanied by slaves;

I

and it was well understood that they did not
intend to become Mexicans, much less to relin-

quish their slaves. When Gen. Sam. Houston
left Arkansas for Texas, in 183-t-5, the Little

Rock Journal, which announced his exodus and
destination, significantly added :

" We shall,

doubtless, hear of his raisifig his flag there

shortly." That was a foregone conclusion.

Of course, the new settlers in Texas did not
lack pretexts or provocations for such a step.

Mexico was then much as she is now, mia-

governed, turbulent, anarchical, and despotic.

The overthrow of her Federal Constitution by
Santa Anna was one reason assigned for the

rebellion against her authority which broke out
in Texas. In 1835, her independence waa
declared ; in 1830, at the decisive battle of San
Jacinto, it was, by the rout and capture of the

Mexican dictator, secured. This triumph waa
won by emigrants from this country almo-t
exclusively ; scarcely half a dozen of the old

Mexican inhabitants participating in the revolu-

tion. Santa Anna, while a prisoner, under
restraint and apprehension, agreed to a peace
on the basis of the independence of Texas—

a

covenant which he had no power, and probably
no desire, to give effect to when restored to

liberty. The Texans, pursuing their advantage,

twice or thrice penetrated other Mexican pro-

vinces—Tamaulipas, Coahuila, etc.,—and waved
their Lone-Star flag in defiance on the banks
of the Rio Grande del Norte ; which position,

however, they were always compelled soon to

abandon—once with severe loss. Their govern-
ment, nevertheless, in reiterating their declara-

tion of independence, claimed the Rio Grande as

their western boundary, from its source to its

mouth, including a large share of Tamaulipas,

Coahuila, Durango, and by far the more impor-
tant and populous portion of New Mexico. And
it was with this claim, expressly set forth in the

treaty, that President Tyler and his responsible

advisers negotiated the first official project of

annexation, which was submitted to the Senate,

during the session of 1S43-4, and rejected by a
very decisive vote : only fifteen (mainly South-

ern) senators voting to confirm it. Col. Benton,
and others, urged this aggressive claim of
boundary, as affording abundant reason for the

rejection of this treaty; but it is not known
that the Slavery aspect of the case attracted

especial attention in the Senate. The measure,
however, had already been publicly eulogized

by Gen. James Hamilton, of S. C, as cal-

culated to "give a Gibraltar to the South," and
had, on that ground, secured a very general
and ardent popularity throughout the South-

West. And, more than a year previously, seve-

ral northern members of Congress had united in

the following

:

TO THE PEOPLE OF THE FREE STATES OF THB
UNION.

We, the undersigned, in cfosing our duties to our con-
stituents and our country as membera of the 27th Con-
giess, feel bound to call your attention, very briefly, to
the project, long entertained by a portion of the people
I'f these United States, still pertinaciously adhered to,

and intended soon to be consummated: thk amhkxatkjs
UP Tb:XAS TO Tuis Umo.v. In the press of business inoi-
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ient to the last days of a session of Congress, we have
|

not time, did we deem it necessary, to enter upon a I

detailed statement of tlie reasons which force upon our
|

minds ttie conviction that tliis project is by no means
abandoned : that a large portion of the country, infer-

|

ested in tlie continuance of Domestic Slavery and the I

Slave-trade in these United States, have solemnly and
|

unalterably determined tliat it nhall be speedily car-
r-ied- into exefuiion ; and that, by this admission of new •

Slave Territory and Slave States, the undue axcend-
ency of the Ulave-holding jiower in the Oovernmi'ut
uliall be secured and riveted beyond all redemp-
Hon / .'

That it was with these views and intentions that set-

tlements were effected in the province, by citizens of the
United States, dilliculti^s fomented with the Mexican
Government, a revolt brought about, and an Indepen-
dent Government declared, canvvut iio'io udnut of a
'ioiibt ; and that, hitherto, all attempts of Mexico to re-

duce her revolted province to obedience have proved
unsuccessful, is to be attributed to the unlawful aid and
assistance of des going and interested individuals in the
United States, and the direct and indirect coijperation
of our own Gove, nnient, with similar views, is not the
less certain and demonstrable.
The open and repeated enlistment of troops in several

States of this Un'on, in aid of the Texan Revolution ; the
mtrusion of an Ameiican Army, by order of the Presi-
dent, far into the te ritory of the Mexican Government,
at a moment critical for the fate of the insurgents, under
pretense of preventing Mexican soldiers from fomenting
Indian disturbances, liut in realitj- in aid of, and acting
in singular concert and coinci(!ence with, the army of t)ie

Revolutionists
; tlie entire neglect of our Government to

adopt any efficient measures to prevent the most un-
warrantable aggressions of bodies of our own citizens,
enlisted, organized and ofiicered Within our own borders,
and marched in arms and battle array upon the terri-

toiy, and against the inhabitants of a friendly govern-
ment, in aid of freebooters and insurgents, and the pre-
mature recognition of the Independence of Texas, by a
snap vote, at the heel of a session of Congress, and that,
too, at the verj' session when President Jackson had, by
Bpecial Message, insisted that " the measure would
be contrary to the policy invariably obseived by the
United States in all similar cases;" would be marked
IV.th great injustice to Mexico, and peculiarly liable to
the darkest suspicions, iiiasiHiich us the TeX'ins were
almost all emir// ants from the United States, and
SOUGHT THK RKCUGSITION OF THKIK INDEPKNOKNCh: WITH THK
AvowKD puhposh; ok obtaining tuejr annexation to the
Unitkd Statks. These occurrences are too well known
and too fresh in the memory of ajl, to need more
than a passing not.ce. These have become matters
of history. l''or fuither evidence upon all these and
other impo;tant points, we refer to the memorable
speech of John Quincy Adams, delivered in the House of
Representatives during the morn.ng hour in June and
July, l5i-JS, and to his address to Ids constituents, de-
livered at Braintree, 17th September, 1842.

The open avowal of the Texans themselves—the fre-
quent and anxious negotiations of our own Gove nment
—the resolutions of vaiious States of the Union the
numerous declarations of members of Congress—the
tone of the Southern press—as well as the diiecl applica-
tion of the Texan Go\ eminent, make it impoxsihle for
any man to doitht, that annkxatios, and the formation
of several new Slaveliolding btates, we e originally the
policy and design of the Slaveholding States and the
Executive of the Nation.
The same reference will show, very conclusively, that

i\i6 particular objects oi this new aco.ulsition of tlave
Territory were thk pekpktuatiun of Slaveuy and tuk
CONTINI'hD ASCB-NllENCV OF THK SLAVE PoWKIR.
The following extracts from a Report on that subject,

adopted by the Leg.slature of Mississippi from a mass
of similar evidence which might be adduced, will show
with wluit views the annexation was t/ien urged

:

"But we hasten to sujgt^st ih.; importance of the aiiiiPx.aiioD

of Te.xas to this Rep\ilili<^ upon grounds Ro.aewhal local in
their complexion, but of an iiuportintiniiely grave and inier-
esting to the people who iulialiit the toutheru portion of this
Confederacy, where it is known that a species of domestic
Slavery is tolerated and protected by law, whose existence is

prohibited by the legal regulaiiocs of oiher States of this (;ou-
federacy ; which system of Slavery is held by all, who are
famiUarly acquainted with its practical ell'ects, to lie of higldy
'/eiieficial influence to the country uithin. whose Umits il is per-
milled to exist.
" The Committee feel authorized to say that this system is

jherished by our constituents as the very piMadiiim of their
prosperity and happiness, and whatever ignorant fanatiis may
ilsewhere conjecture, the Committee are fully assured, upon
ihe most diligent observation and reflection oa the subject, that
fie South does itot possets teithin her limits a hleaaiHg uith uhich

thf njffrthmn uf her peopie are so rlonrh/ ettttrined and so rc*m^
plite.lji i-.njiliieil, and whose value is more highly apprucialed,
than ihai Mihicli we are now coiisid<;riiiu.

• •• « * * • • •
"It may not be improper here to remark Ihnt, durlna the

last session of Congre.sn, wlieii a Senaior iViiin .Mi>,.i-.>ippl pro-
posed Ihe acknowleilKirn-nt of 'I'eXHii heiep. •,,,!. „,,:, u was
Ibinid, wiih a few exceiiiioiis, tlie -ii'ialini. <,j ll,at Ijudy were
ri^i-li/ to take ground upon it, as -qiuh the sul/j':ct of iSlavtry
it.sel/.

•• With all these facts before us, we do not hesitate In be-
lieving that these f. elings ii.lliiei.ci^d the New Kngland Sena-
tors, but one voting in favor of the measure ; and, indeed, Mr.
Webster had been bold enou>;h, in a public speech recently
dehvered in New-York, to many thou.saiid citizens, to declare
that the reason that inlltieniMtd "hi.s oppositiim was his abh<r-
reuce of Slavery in theiSouili, ami iIjmi it might, in the even; of
its recognition, become a sl;ivrliiiMniL' .Statu. He also spoke
of the ellbrts making in favor of Abolition ; and thai, being pre-
dicated upon and aided by the powerful Inlluence of religious
feeUng, it would become irresistible and overwhelming.

" This language, coming from so distinguished an individual
as Mr. Webster, so familiar with the feelings of the North and
entertaining so high a respect for public seniimcnt in New
England, speaks bo plahily the voice of the Korih as not to be
misunderstood.

" We sincerely hope there is enough good sense and genuine
love of country among our fellow-countrymen of the Norihern
Mates, to secure us Jinal justice on this subject ; yet we caiiiiot

consider it safe or expedient for tlie people of the South to en-
tirely disregard the ellorts of the fanatics, and the ophdons of
such men as Webster, and others who countenance such dan-
gerous doctrines.

" The Aorthern Stales Jiave no interests of their oirn which
require any special safeguards for their defense, save only
iheir domestic manufactures; and God knows they ha\o
already received protection from Government on a most
liberal scale ; under which encouragement they have im-
proved and nourished beyond example. The bouOi has vei

y

per-idiar interests to preserve : interests ah-eady violeutiy as-
a.iil.-.l ail. I i.oMly threaten.-4.

" i',>>ir /'"utiiiillfc are J'tdb/ persuaded that this protection to

her l'i':t •inhrt.'ts nill he iiffu'ided hij the annexation oj Tr^O)'

:

an eqinjuiist of inflnenre in the halls of Cong < e^s nill he serwicd.
(r/iirh a il! furnish us a pei niunent guaranty ofprotection.^^

The speech of Mr. Adams, exposing the whole system
of duplicity and pertidy toward -Me.xico, had maiked the
conduct of our Government; and the emphatic expressiri.a

of ojiposition rfhich began to come up from all parties in

the Free States, however, for a time, nearly silenced the
clamors of the South for annexation, and the peo(de >!

the North have been lulled into the belief that the p.o-
ject is pea.ly, if not wholly abandoned, and that, at

least, there is now no serious danger of its consumm:i-
tion.

Believing this to be a. false and dangerous 'iecuritij ;

that tlie iiroject has never been abandoned a moment,
by its originators and abettors, but that it has been da-

ferred for a more favorable moment for its accomplislv-

meiit, we refer to a few evidences of mure recent de-

velopment upon which this opinion is founded.
The last Klection of P esident of the Republic of Texas,

is understood to iiave turned, mainly, upon the question
of aniicxaii'in or no amiexation, and the candidate
favoiable to that measure was successful by an over-
wlielmng majority. The sovereign States of Alabama,
Tennessee, and Mississipjii, have recently adopted Reso-
lutions, some, if not all of them, unanimously, in favor
of annexation, and forwarded them to Congress.
The Hon. Henry A. Wise, a member of Congress from

the D. strict in winch our present Chief Magistrate resided
when elected Vi-e-President, and who is understood to

be more intimately acquainted witli the views and de-
signs of the present administration than any other mem-
ber of Cong ess, most d stinctly avowed his desire for,

and expectat.on of annexation, at the last session of
Congress. Among other things, he said, in a speech
del.vored January '26, 1842:

'J'rue, if Iowa be a.ld<-d on the one side, Florida will he
added 0,1 ih' oh.'r. tint there the equation must stop. Let
iin.^ mor.' .Vnrincrn Siaie he a.lmiued, and the equilibrium is

;;oiie—L'one forever. The halnti'-e nj interests is gone—the safe-
'/uirdui .American property-of ih.^ American Constitution

—

of the American Union, vani-h.' 1 iaio thlu air. Thi.i must In

the inerilnlile re<iidt, unless hi/ a tr<aly irith Ifcjrico, THE SoUTB
CAS AUn MOKB WEIGHT TO HKK END OF THE LEVEK ? Let tht

South Stop (U the Sal^ine, (die .astern boundai-y of Texas,) while
die North may spread unchecked beyond the Rocky Moua-
jaiuS AND THE SOUTHEKN SCA1.E MUST KICK TUE BEAM."

Finding difficulties, perhaps, in the way of a cession by
Treaty, in another speech delivered in April, 1S4'2, oh a
motion made by Mr. Linn, of New-York, to strike out the
salary of the .Minister to Mexico, on the ground that the
desigt of the Executive, in making the appointment,
was ta accomplish the annexation of Texas, Mr. Wise
said, "he earnestly hoped and trusted that the President

was as desirous (of annexation) as he was represented to

be. We may well suppose the President to be in favor of

it, as eve.-y wise statesman must be who is not governed
by fanaticism .»r local sectional prejudices."
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He said of Texas, that

—

' VVbile she was, as a Staie, Wfak and almost powerless In

resisting invasion, s!ie was horself irrcsisiible as am invading
and a conquering power. iSlie had but a sparse populadon,
aui neither men nor money of her own, to raise and equip an
army for her own defense ; but let her once raise the tlag of

foreign conquest—let her once proclaim a crusade against (he

rirh Stales to the souih of her—and in a morrient volunteers

would floct to her standard in crowds, from all Ote States in the

great valley of the Musifsippi—men of enter()rise and valor, be-

fore whom no Mexican troops could stand for an hour. They
would leave their own towns, arm themselves, and travel ou
their own cost, and would come up in thousands, to plant the

lone star of the Texan banner on ihe .Mexican capitol. Th=!y

would drive Santa Anna to the South, and in boundless wealih
of captured towns, and rilled churches, and a lazy, vicious,

and luxurious priesthood, would soon enable Texas, to pay her
soldiery, and redeem her Slate deht, and push her victorious

arms to the very shores of Ihe Pacific. And would not all

this extend the bounds of Slavery t Yes, the result would be,

th\t, before anoiher quarter of a ceniury, the extension of

Slavery would no; stop short of the Western Ocean. We had
h'.i lino alternati r.ejt before ux ; either to receive Texas into our
fraternity of States, awl thius make her our oan, or to leave her to

conquer Mexico, and become our most dangerous and formidable
rival.

'• To talk of restraining the people of the great Valley from
emiL'rating to join her armies, was all in vain ; and it was
equallv vain to calculate on their defeat by any Mexican
forces."aided by England or not. Thry had gone once already ;

it was thei/ thi'u mnquered Santa Anna at San Jacinto ; and
ihree-foui-ihs of them, afier wiiming that glorious field, had
peaceably relumed to iheir homes. But once set before them
the conquest of the rich Me-Kican provinces, and you might as

well atiempt to stop the wind. This (Sovernment might send
vn troops to the frontier, to turn ihem back, and they would
run over tliem like a herd of buffalo.

" Nothing could keep these booted loafers from rushing

on. till they kicked the Spanish priests out of ijie temples tliey

profaned."
Mr. Wise proceeded to insist that a majority of the people of

the United States were in favor of the annexation ; at all

evenis, lie would risk it with the Democracy of the North.
" Sir," said Mr. Wise, " it is not only the duty of the Govern-

ment to demand the liquidation of our claims, and the libera-

tiou of our citizens, but lo go further, and demand the nou-

iavasion of Texas. Shall we sit still while the stan.lard of in-

surrection is rais "d on our hoi"ders, and let a horde of' slares,

and Ind'ians and Mexicans rol up to the boundary line of Arkan-
tas and Louisiana? No. It is our duty at once lo say to

Mexico, ' If you sti-ike Texas, you strike us ;' and if England,
standijig by, should dare to intermeddle, and ask, ' Do you
take part with Texas i" his prompt answer should be, ' Tes, and
against you.

'

'• Siu:h, lie would let gentlemen know, iras the spirit of the tchole

people of the great valley of the We.st.^^

Several other members of Congress, in the same debate,

expressed similar views and desires, and they are still

more frequently expressed in conversation.
The Hon. Thomas W. Gilmer, a member of Congi-ess

from Virginia, and formerly a Governor of that State,

numbered as one of the " Guard," and of course under-
stood to be in the counsels of the Cabinet, in a letter

bearing date the 10th day of January last, originally de-

signed as a private and confidential letter to a friend,

gives it as his deliberate opinion, after much examination
and reflection, that TEx.is will be annexi';d to tub
Union ; and he enters into a specious argument, and pre-

sents a varietj' of reasons in favor of the measure. He
says, among other things :

' Having acquired Louisiana and Florida, we have an in-

ter--si and a frontier on the tJulf of Mexico, and along our in-

terior to Ihe Pacific, which will not permit its to close our eyes,
or fold our arras, with indill'erence to the evenis which a few
yjars may disclose hi that iiuarter. We have already had one
question of boundary with Texas ; other questions must soon
arise, under our revenue laws, and on oiher points of neces-
sary intercourse, which it will be difficult to adjust. The insti-

tutions of' Texas, and her relations with other governments, are
yet in that condition which inclines her people {who are our oicn

countrymen,) to unite their dcMinies iriih ours. This must bi«

DOSE SOON, Oft -NOT AT ALL. Titere are numerous tribes of In-
dians along Ujth frontiers, irhich can easily become the caui*e or
the instcu-m-ent of' Itord-er tvars.^^

None can be bo blind now, as not to know that the real

design arid object of the South is, to ' adu nkw weight
TO HKR KND OF THE LKVKR." It was Upon that ground
that Mr. Webster placed his opposition, in his speech on
that subject in New-York, in March, 1S37. In that speech,

after stating that he saw insurmountable olijections to

the annexation of Texas, that the puicluise of Louisiana
and Florida furnished no precedent for it, that the cases
were not parallel, and that no such policy or necessity

as led to that, required the annexation of Texas, he said :

" Gentlemen, we all see, that by whom.socver po?.sess"d,

Texas is hkely to be a slaveholding ci>uniry ; and I frankly
avow my. entire tinwiUinguess to do any hing which shall

extend the Slavery of Ihe African race on this continent, or add
oiher slaveholdin'g States to the Union. When I say that I

regard Slavery as in itself a great moral, so.umI, and pnliiical

evil, I only use language which has been adopted l.y ili^tin-

guished men, themselves citizens of Slavchul ling .'Jta'i'S. I

shall do nothing, therefore, to favor or encourage its further
txtenaion."

In conclusion he said:
" I see, therefore, no political necessity for the annejtatloti

of Texas to the Union ; no advantages to be derived from it

,

and objections to it of a strong, and, in my judgment, decisive

character.
" I believe it to be for the interest and happiness of the

whole Union, to remain as it is, wiJiouidimum.iouand wi hout
addition."

To prevent the success of this nefarious project- to

preserve from such gross violation the Constitution of our

country, adopted expressly " to secure the hleHnUigx of
liberty," a.U(i not the perpetuation of Slavery—and to

prevent the speedy and violent dissolution of the Union
—we invite you to unite, without distinction of party, iu

an immediate expression of your views on this subject,

in such manner as you may (fteem best calculated t«

answer the end proposed.

John Quisct Adams,
Seth M. Gates,
William Sladk,
William B. Calhodh,
Joshua R. Giddinos,

Nathaniel B. Bordfn,
Thomas C. CHiTTtsDEN,
John Mattocks,
Chkisthphku Moroas,
Joshua M. Howaku,

SflbKLOCK J. ANDKEWS, A'ICTORY BiRDSEYE,
Uiland Hall.

Washington, March, Zrd, 1S43.

[Note.—The above addres.s was drawn np by Hon. Seth M.

Gates, of New-York, at the suggestion of John Quincy Adams
and sent to members of Congress at their residences, aflei

the close of the session, for their signatures. Many more thar

the above approved heartily of its positions and objects,

and would have signed it, but for Its premature publica-

tion, through mistake. Mr. Wlnthrop, of Mass., was one of

these, with Gov. Briggs, of course ; Mr. Fillmore declmed

signing it.]

The letters of Messrs. Clay and Van Buren,
taking ground against annexation, viithout the

consent of Mexico, as an act of bad faith and
aggression, which would necessarily result in

war, which appeared in the spring of 1844,

make slight allusions, if any, to the Slavery

aspect of the case. In a later letter, Mr. Clay

declared that he did not oppose annexation on
account of Slavery, which he regarded as a

temporary institution, which, therefore, ought
not to stand in the way of a permanent acquisi-

tion. And, though Mr. Clay's last letter on tiie

subject, prior to the election of 1844, reiterated

and emphasized all his objections to annexation
under the existing circumstances, he did not in-

clude the existence of Slavery.

The defeat of Mr. Van Buren, at the Balti-

more Nominating Convention—Mr. Polk being
selected in his stead, by a body which had been
supposed pledged to renominate the ex-Presi-

dent—excited considerable feeling, especially

among the Democrats of New-York. A number
of their leaders united in a letter, termed tiie

"Secret Circular," advising their brethren,

while they supported I'olk and Dallas, to be
careful to vote for candidates for Congress who
would set their faces as a flint against annexa-
tion, which was signed by

George I'. Barerb, David Duplet Firu),
William C. Brya.nt, Theodore Sedgwick,
J. W. Edmonds, Thomas W. Tucker,

Isaac Townsknd.

Silas Wright, then a Senator of the United
States, and who, as such, had opposed the

Tyler Treaty of Annexation, was now rua
for Governor, as the only man who could carry

the State of New-York for Polk and Daila.«. In

a democratic speech at Skaneatelcs, N. Y., Mr.
Wright had recently declared that he could

never consent to Aiinextition on any terms
whicii would give Slavery an advantage over
Ffceilom. Thi.s sentiment was reiteraied and
iuiiplilied in a great Convention of the iJ.ino-
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cracy, which met at Herkimer, in the autumn of

this year.

The contest proceeded with great earnestness

throughout the Free States, the supporters of

Pollv and of Birney (the Abolition candidate

lor President), fully agreeing in the assertion

that Mr. Clay's position was equally favorable to

Annexation with Mr. Polk's. Mr. Birney in a

letter published on the eve of the Election, de-

clared that he regarded Mr. Clay's election as

more favorable to Annexation than Mr. Polk's,

because, wiiile equally inclined to fortify and
extend Slavery, he possessed more ability to

influence Congress in its favor.

Before this time, but as yet withheld from,

and unknown to, the public, ^Ir. Calhoun, now
President Tyler's Secretary of State, and an

early and powerful advocate of Annexation, had
addressed to Hon. Wm. R. King, our Embassa-
dor at Paris, an official dispatch from which we
make the following extracts:

MR. CALHODN TO XIR. KING.

Dkpartmknt of State, (

WashingUm, August 12, 1S44. (

Sir—I have laid your dispatch. No. 1, before the
President, who instructs me to make known to you tliat

he has read it with mucli pleasure, especially the portion
which relates to your cordial reception by the King, and
his assurance of friendly feelings toward the United
States. The President, in particular, highly appreciates
the declaration of the King, that in no event, would any
steps be taken by hi« govr-nmenl in ilie slightest degree
hostile, or which would give to tlie United States just cause
of complaint. It was the more gratifying from the fact,

that our previous information was calculated to make
the impression tliat the government of France was pre-
pared to unite with Great 1> itain in a joint protest
against the annexation of Texas, and a joint elTort to

induce her Government to witlidraw tlie proposition to

annex, on condition that Mexico should be made to

acknowledge her independence. He is happy to infer

from your dispatch that the information, so far as it

relates to France, is in all probability witliout founda-
tion. You did not go further than you ought, in assur-

ing the King that tJie object of Annexation would be
pursued with unabated vigor, and in giving your opinion
that a decided majority of the American people were in

its favor, and that it would certainly be annexed at no
distant day. I feel confident tliat your anticipation will

be fully realized at no distant period.
Every day will tend to weaken tliat combination of

political causes which led to the opposition of the
measure, and to strengthen the conviction that it was
not only expedient, but just and necessary.
But to descend to particulars : it is certain that

while England, like France, desires the independence of

Texas, with the view to commercial connections, it is not
less so that one of the leading motives of England for

desiring it, is the hope that, through her diplomacy and'
influence, Negro Slavery may be abolished there, and
ultimately, by consequence, in the United States and
throughout the whole of this continent. That its ultimate
abolition throughout the entire continent is an object
ardently desired by her, we have decisive proofs in the
declaration of the Earl of Aberdeen, delivered to this

Department, and of which -you will find a copy among
the documents t.ansmitted to Congress with the Texan
treaty. That she des'res its abolition in Texas, and has
xsed her influence and diplomacy to effect it *.here, the
same document, with the correspondence of this Depart-
ment with Mr. Packenham, also to be found among the
documents, furnishes proof not less conclusive. That
one of the objects of abolishing it there is to facilitate

its abolition in the United Ltates, and throughout the
continent, is manifest from the declaration of the Aboli-

tion party and societies both in this country and in Eng-
land. In fact, there is good reason to believe that the
scheme of abolishing it in Texas, with a view to its abo-
lition in the United S>tiites, and over the continent, origi-

nated with the prominent members ot the party in the

United States ; and was first broached liy them in the
(so called) World's Convention, held in London in the
year 1S40, and through its ageucy biouglit to tlie notice
of the British Government.

•, Now, I hold, not only that France can have no interest

in the consummation of this grand scheme, which En(r-

land hopes to accomplish through Texas, if she can
defeat the Annexation, but that her interests, and those
of all the Continental powers of Europe are directly and
deeply opposed to it.

The election of James K. Polk as President,

and George M. Dallas as Vice-President, (Nov.

1844) having virtually settled, affirmatively, the

question of annexing Texas, the XXVIIIth
Congress commenced its second session at

Washiiiffton, on the 2d of December, 1844—Mr.

John Tyler being still acting President up to

the end of the Congress, March 4th following.

Dec. 19.—Mr. John B. Weller, (then member
from Ohio) by leave, introduced a joint resolu-

tion. No. 51, providing for the annexation of

Texas to the United States, which he moved to

the Committee of the Whole.
Mr. E. S. Hamlin, of Ohio, moved a reference

of said resolve to a Committee of one from each

State, with instructions to report

Whether the annexation of Texas would not extend
and perpetuate Slavery in the Slave States, and also, the

internal Slave-trade; and whether the United States

Govei nraent has any Constitutional power over Slavery
in, the mates, eiitin to perpetuate it \htre, or tu do it

awiti/.

The question on commitment was insisted

upon, and first taken—Yeas, 109 (Democrats);

Nays, 61 (Whigs); whereupon it was held that

Mr. Hamlin's amendment was defeated, and the

original proposition alone committed.

Janumy \Oth, 184.5.—Mr. John P. Hale, of

New-Hampshire, (then a Democratic Represen-

tative, now a Reptiblican Senator) proposed the

following as an amendment to any act or resolve

contemplating the annexation of Texas to this

Union :

Provided, That immediately after the question of

boundary between the United States of America and
Mexico shall have been definitively settled by the two
Government's, and before any State formed out of the

Territory of Texas shall be admitted into the Union, the

said Territory of Texas shall be divided as follows, to

wit : beginning at a point «n the Gulf of Mexico, midway
between the Northern and Southern boundaries thereof

on the coast; and thence by a line running in a North-
westerly direction to the extreme boundary thereof, so

as to divide the same as neailyas possible into two
equal parts, and in that portion of said Territory lying

South and West of the line to be run as aforesaid, there

shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude, other-

wise than in the punishment of crimes, whereof the party
shall have been duly convicted.

And provided fui-t/ier\ That this provision shall be
considered as a compact between the people of tlie

United States and the people of the said Territory, and
forever remain unalterable, unless by the consent of

three-fourths of the States of the Union.

Mr. Hale asked a suspension of the rules, to

enable him to offer it now, and have it printed

and committed. Refused—Yeas, 92 (not two

thirds) ; Nays, 81.

Yeax All the Whigs* and most of the Demo-
crats from the Free States, with Messrs. Duncan
L. Clinch and Alexander H. Stephens, of Georgia,

and George \V. Summers, of Virginia.

JVaj/a—All the members from Slave States,

except, the above, with the following from Free

Slates :

Maine.—Sheppard Gary—1.

Nkw-Ha.mpshirk.—Edmund Burke, Moses Norris. jr.—2.

Nkw-Yokk.—James G. Clinton, Selah B. Strong—2.

PENNSYLVANIA.—James Black, Kichard Biodhead,

H. D. Foster, Joseph Ji. IngersoU, Jlichael IT. Jeiiks—5.

Ohio.—Joseph J. McDowell—1.

INDIANA.—Wm. J. Brown, J. W. Davis, John Pettit—3.

* Except the two here given in Italics.
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Illinois.—Orlando B. Ficklio, Joseph P. Iloge, Robert
Smith—3.

Total Democrats from Free States, 17.

Decemlier \2tk —Air. C. J. IngersoU, of Penn-
sylvania, t'lom the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

reported a Joint Resolution lor annexing Texas
to tlie Union, wliicli was committed and dis-

cussed in Committee of the Whole from time to
time, tlirough the next month.
January 1th.—Mr. J. P. Hale nreseuted re-

solves of the Legislature of New-Uampshire,
(horouiHily in favor of Annexation, and silent

on the svl^ject ofiSlavery, except as follows:

Rexolved, That we agree with Mr. Clay, that the re-
anne.xation of Texas will add mor» i'l'ee than Slave
States to the Union ; and that it would be unwise to re-
fuse a pfiiuanent aciinisition, which will exist as long as
the globe remains, on account of a temporary institution.

January VMh.—Mr. Cave Johnson, of Ten-
nessee, iiioved that all further debate on tills

subject be closed at 2 p..\i. on Thursday next.
CariifU— Yeas, loO ; >iays, 57

;
(nearly all the

Aays lioiii Slave States.)

January 'loth.—The debate, after an exten-
?ion of time, was at length brought to a close,

aiid tiie Joint Ile.-oliitiou taken out of Commit-
tee, and leimried to the House in the following
form ; (^ iliac portion relating to Slavery, haviui;
been added in Coniinittee, on motion of Mr.
Milton i>iown, (Wiiig) of Tennessee:

Resolved, hy the Senate atid Home of Representa-
tives in Onifji-e.'ss asaembled. That Congress doth con-
sent that the Territory properly included within, and
rightfully belonging to, the Republic of Texas, may be
erected into a new titate, to be called the State of Texas,
with a .epublxan form of Government, to be adopted by
the people of said Kepubhc, by deputies in Convention
asseuibled, with the consent of the existing Government,
in o.der ihat the same may be admitted as one of the
btates of thiS Union.

2. Aiul lie itfarther resolved. That the foregoing con-
sent of Congress is g.ven upon the following conditions,
and witu [lie follow ug guaranties, to wit:

Firsi. ;:a.d ;;tate tu be formed, subject to the adjust-
ment by this Gove ument of all nuestions of boundary
that may arise with other governments ; and the Con-
stitution thereof, with the proper evidence of its adoption
by the people of said Republic of Texas, shall be trans-
mitted to the President of the United States, to be laid
before Congress for its final action, on or before the Ist
day of January, 1846.

Second. Said State, when admitted into the Union,
after ceding to the United States all public ed,fices,foiti-
Ccations, barracks, ports and harbors navy and navy-
yards, docks, magazines, arms, armaments, and all other
property aud means pe. tairiing to the public defense,
belonging to the sa.d Kfpublic of Texas, shall retain all
the public funds, debis, taxes, and dues of every kind
which may belong to, o;- be due or owing said Republc

;

and shah also retain all the vacant and unappiopiiated
lands lying within its limits, to be applied to the pay-
ment of debts and liabihties of said Republic of Texas;
antl the residue of said lands, after discliargingsaid debts
aud liabilities, to be disposed of as said Slate may direct

:

but in no event are sad debts and liabilities to" become
a charge upon the United Stales.

Third. New States of convenient size, not exceeding
four in number, in addition to said State of Texas, and
having sufficient population,may hereafler,by the consent
of said State, be formed out of the Territory thereof,
which shall be entitled to admission under the provisions
of the Federal Constitution. And feucli States as may be
farmed out of that portion of said Territoi y, lying south
of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, com-
monly known as the Missouri Compromise line, shall be
admitted into the Union, with, or without Slavery, as the
people of each Stale asking admission may desire; and
in such Stale or States as shall be formed out of said
l^eiritory, north of said Missouri Compromise line,
Slavery or involuntary servitude ^except for crime) shall
be prohibited.

Mr. Cave Johnson, of Tennessee, moved the
previous question, which the House seconded

—

Yeas, 113; Nay.s, 106—aud then the ameudment

aforesaid was agreed to—Yeas, 118; Nuj&,

lUl.

Yeas—114 Democrats, and Messrs. Milton

Brown, of Tennessee ; James Dellet, of Alabama;
and Duncan L. Clinch, and Alexander H.

Stephens, of Georgia, (4) Southern Whigs.
iVay.s-—all the Wliigs present from Free States

with all from Slave States, but the four just

named ; with the following Democrats from
Free States

:

Maine.—Robert P. Dunlap, Hannibal Hamlin—2.

Vermont.—Paul Dillingham, jr.—1.

New-Hampshirk.—John P. Hale— 1.

CoNNECTicDT.—Geoige S. Catlin— '.

New-York —Joseph II. Anderson, Charles S. Benton,
Jeremiah E. Carey, Amasa Dana, Richard D. Davis,
Byram Green, Preston King, Smith M. Purdy, George
Rathbun, OrviUe Robinson, David L. Seymour, Lemuel
Stetson—12.

Ohio.—Jacob Brinckerhoff, William C. McCauslen,
Joseph Morris, Henry St. John—4.

AIiCHiGAN.-—James B. Hunt, Robert McClelland—2.

Total Democrats from Free States, 23.

Total Whigs from Free and Slave States, TS.

The House tiieti ordered the whole proposi-

tion to a third reading foi'thwitli—Y^eas, 120;
Nays, 97—and pas.sed it, Yeas, 120; Nays, 98.

Yeas—all the Democrats fi oiii Slave States,

and all the Democrats from Free States, except
as above ; with Messrs. Duncan L. Clinch, Mil-

ton Brown, James Dellet, Willoughby Newton,
of Virginia, (who therefrom turned Democrat),
and Alexander II. Stephens of Georgia, (now
Democrat), from Slave States.

Nays—all tiie Whigs from Free States ; all

! tliose from Slave States except as above ; with

!
2H Democrats from Free States.

I So the resolve pa.ssed the House, and was

I

sent to the Senate for concurrence.

I

111 Senate, several attempts to originate actioa
I in favor of Annexation were made at this fces-

i

sion, but nothintc came of them.

I

Ftbruary 'l-ith.—The joint resolution afore-

! said from the House was taken up for con-

sideration by 30 Yeas to 11 Nays (all Northern
' Whigs). Ou the 27th, Mr. Walker, of Wiscon-
sin, moved to add an alternative proDOsition,

{ contemplating negotiation as the means of

(fleeting the meditated end.

Mr. Foster, (Whig) of Tennessee, proposed

' That the State of Texas, and such other States as may
be formed out of that portion of the present Territory ot
Texas, lying south of tliirly-si.x degrees thirty minutest
north latitude, commonly known as the Missouri Com-
promise line, shall be admitted into the Union with or
without Slavery, as the people of each State, so hereafter
asking admission, may desire.

I On which the question was taken. Yeas, (all

j

Whigs but 3) 18 ; Nays, 34.

Various amendments were proposed and voted
I down. Among them, "Mr. Foster, of Tenn.,

moved an express stipulation that Slavery should

I

be tolerated in all States formed out of the

[Territory of Texas, south of the Missouri line

of S6^ 30'. Rejected—Yeas, 16 (Southern

Whigs, and Sevier, of Arkansas) ; Nays, 33.

Mr. Miller, of N. J., moved that the existence of Sla-

very be forever prohibited in the northern and northwest-
ern part of said Territory, west of the lOiith degree of

latitude west from Greenwich, so as to divide, as equally
as may be, the whole of tlie annexed country between
Slaveholding aud Non-Slaveholding States.

Yeas, 11 ; all Northern Whigs, except Mr.

Crittenden, Ky. Nays, 33.

The vote in the Senate on the joint resolutian

for Annexation stood, Yeas, 26, all Demo*
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crats but 3 ; Nays, 25, (all Whigs). la the

House, Yeas 13-1, all Democrats but 1 : Nays, 77,

(all Whigs).

THE WILMOT PROVISO.

Teias having been annexed during the sum-
mer of 1845, in pursuance of the joint resolu-

tion of the two Houses of Congress, a portion

of the United States Army, under Gen. Taylor,

was, early in the spring of 1846, moved down
to the east bank of the Rio Grande del Norte,

claimed by Texas as her western boundary, but

not so regarded by Mexico. A hostile collision

ensued, resulting in war between the United

States and Mexico.

It was early thereafter deemed advisable that

a considerable sum should be placed by Con-
gress at the President's disposal to negotiate an

advantageous Treaty of Peace and Limits with

the Mexican Government. A message to this

effect was submitted by President Polk to Con-
gress, August 8th, 1846, and a bill in accord-

ance with its suggestions laid before the House,

which preceded to consider the subject in Com-
mittee of the Whole. The bill appropriating

$30,000 for immediate use in negotiations with

Mexico, and placing $2.000,0(tO more at the

disposal of the President, to be employed in

making peace, Mr. David Wilmot, of Pa., after

consultation with otlier Northern Democrats,

offered the following Proviso, in addition to the

first section of the bill

:

Provided, That as an express and fundamental con-
diti')nto tlie acquisition of any territory fi'om the Repub-
lic of Mexico l}y tlie United States, by virtue of any treaty

wliicli uiay lie negotiated between tliem, and to the use
by tlie txecutive of tlie moneys herein appropriated,
neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude shall ever exist

in any part of said Territory, except for crime, whereof
the party.shall be first duly convicted.

This proviso was carried in Committee, by the

strong vote of eighty-three to sixty-four—only

three Members (Democrats) from the Free-

States, it was said, opposing it. (No record is

made of individual votes in Committee of the

Whole.) The bill was then reported to the

House, and Mr. Rathbun, of N. Y., moved the

previous question on its engrossment.

Mr. Tibbatts, of Ky., moved that it do lie on
the table. Defeated—Yeas, 79

;
(Stephen A.

Douglas, John A. McClernand, John Pettit,

and Robert C. Schenck, voting with the South

to lay on the table ;) Nays 93
; ( Henry Grider

and William P. Thomasson, of Ky. (WlngsJ
voting with the North against it.

The bill was then engrossed for its third

reading by Yeas 85, Nays, 80 ; and thus passed
without further division. A motion to recon-

sider was laid on the table—Yeas, 71 ; Nays, 83.

Si the bill was passed and sent to the Senate,

where Mr. Dixon H. Lewis, of Alabama, moved
tliat the Proviso above cited be stricken out;

on which del)ate arose, and Mr. John Davis of

Mass., was speaking when, at noon of August
10th, the time fixed for adjournment having
arrived, both Houses adjourned without day.

The XXXth Congress assembled Dec. 6, 1847.

Feb. '28th 1848, Mr. Putnam of New-York
moved the following :

Whereas, In the settlement of the difBculties penoing
between this country and Mexico, territory ruay be ac-

quired in which Slavery does not now exist.

And w/iereao. Congress, in the organization of a terri-

torial government, at an early period of our political liiB-

tory, establislied a i)rinciiile worthy of imitation in aU
future time, forbidding ilie existence of Slavery in free

territory ; 'I herefure,

Resulved, That in any Territory, that may be ac-

quired from Mexico, over which sliall be established

territorial governments, Slavery, or involuntary servi-

tude, except as a punishment for crime, whereof the
party shall have been duly convicted, shall be forever
prohibited ; and that in any act or resolution establish-

ing such governments, a fundamental provision ought to

be inserted to that effect.

Mr. R. Brodhead, of Penn., moved that this

resolution lie on the table. Carried: Yeas, 105

;

Nay.s, 93.

Yeas—all the members from Slave States,

but John VV. Houston (Whig), of Delaware,

with the following from Free States (all Demo-
crats but Levin) :

Maine.—Asa W. H. Clapp, Franklin Clark, Jas. S.

\Viley, Hezekiah Williams—1.

Nkw-Yokk.— Ausburn Birdsall, .David S. Jackson,
Frederick W. Lord, William ]!. iMaclay—4.
Pennsylvania.—Richard Brodhead, Charles Brown,

Leicis C. Levin, Job Man— 4.

Ohio.—William Ketinon, jr., John K. Miller, Thomas
Richey, William Sawyer— 4.

Indiana.— Charles W. Cathcart, Thomas J. Henley,
John Pettit, John L. Robinson, William W. Wick—5.

Illinois.— Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McClernand,
William A. Richardson, Robert Smith, Thomas J.

Turner—5.

Nays—^W the Whigs and a large majority of

the Democrats from Free States, with John W,
Houston aforesaid.

This vote terminated all direct action in

favor of the Wilmot Proviso for that Session.

July 18th.—In Senate, Mr. Clayton, of Del.,

from the Select Committee to which was re-

ferred, on the 12th inst., the bill providing a ter-

ritorial government for Oregon, reported a bill

to establish Territorial governments for Oregon,

New Mexico, and California, which was read.

(It proposed to submit all questions as to the

rightful existence or extent of Slavery in the

Territories to the decision of the Supreme Court

of the United States.)

July, 24th.— Second reading. Mr. Baldwin,

of Conn., moved to strike out so much of said

bill as relates to California and New Mexico.

Rejected : Yeas, 17 (Nortliern Free Soil men of

both parties) ; Nays, 37.

The bill was discussed through several suc-

ceeding days. On the 26th, Mr. Clarke, of R.

I., moved to add to the 6th section

:

Provided, however, That no law, regulation, or act

of the provisional government of said Territory permit-
ting Slavery or involuntary servitude therein shall be
valid, until the same shall be approved by Congress."

Rejected: Yeas, 19 [Col. Benton, and 18

Northern Freesoilers of both parties] ; Nays, 33.

Mr. Reverdy Johnson, of Md., moved to

amend the bill by inserting

:

Except only, that in all cases of title to slaves, the

said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed and de-

cided by the said Supreme Court without regard to the

value of the matter, property, or title in controversy
;

and except, also, that a writ of error or appeal shall

also be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United

States from the decision of the said Supreme Court cre-

ated by this act, or of any judge tliereof, or of the dis-

trict Courts created by this act, or of any judge upon
any writ of habeas corpus involving the question of per-

sonal freedom.

Carried; Yeas, 31 (all sorts); Nays, 19 (all

Southern, but Bright, Dickinson, and Hannegan).

Mr. Baldwin, of Connecticut, moved an addi-

tional section, as follows

:
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Sec. 3". And he it further enacted. That it shall be
the duty of the attorneys for said Territories, respec-

tively, on the complaip' of any person held in involim-

ta:y servitude thereiE. to make api)lication in his be-

half in due form of law, to the court next thereafter to

be liolden in said Territory, for a writ of habeas corpus,

to be directed to the person so holding such applicant

in service as aforesaid, and to pursue all needful mea-
sures in his behalf; and if the decision of such court shall

be adverse to the application, or if, on the return of the

writ, relief shall be denied to the applicant, on the

ground that he is a slave held in servitude in said Terri-

tory, said attorney shall cause an appeal to be taken
therefrom, and the record of all the proceedings in the

case to be transmitted to the Supreme Court of the
United States as speedily as may be. and to give notice

thereof to the Attorney General of the United States,

who shall prosecute the same before said Court, who
shall proceed to hear and determine the same at the
first term thereof.

Yeas, 15 (all Northern, except Benton);

Nays, SI.

Mr. Davis, of Mass., moved to strike out sec-

tion 12, and insert as follows:

Sec. 12. And he it farther eniicied, That so much
of the sixth section of the ordinance of the 18th .July,

1T87, as is contained in the following words; viz. 'Tliere

shall be neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude in the

said Territory, otherwise than in the punishment of

crimes, whereof the party shall have been duly con-

victed,' shall be and remain in force in the Territory of

Oregon.

This was defeated ; Yeas, 21 ; Nays, ?<o.

The bill was then engrossed for a third read-

ing ; Yeas, 33 ; Nays, "22
; as follows :

Yen.i—For Claytoa's Compromise :

Messrs. Atchison, Hou-ston,

Atliertoa. Hunter,
Benton, Johnson. Md.
Berrien, Johnson, La. •

Borland, Johnson, Ga.
Breese, King,
Bright, Lewis,
Butler, Mangarj,
Calhoun, Mason,
Clayton, Phelps,
Davis, Miss. Rusk,
Dickinson, Sebastian,
Douglas, Spruance,
Downs, Sturgeon,
Foote, Turney,
Hannegan, VVestcott,

Yuloe—S3.

JVaj/s—Agai'.isc Clayton's bill:

Felch,
Fitzger'ald,

Greene,
Hale,
Hamlin,

Messrs. Allen,

Badger,
Baldwin,
Bell,

Bradbury
Clarke, Metcalf.
Corwin, Miller,

Davis, Mass. Niles,
Dayton, Underwood,
Dix, Uphara,
Dodge, Walker—22.

So the bill was engrossed, and immediately
passed without a division.

July 28i:/(.—This bill reached the House, and
was taken up and read twice.

Mr. A. H. Stephens, of Ga., moved that the
bill do lie on the table. Yeas and Nays orderd,
and the motion prevailed; Yeas, 112; Nays,
97.

Teas, all the Free State Whigs, with 8 Whigs
from Slave States ; 20 Democrats from Free
States.

iVay.s—21 Democrats from Free States, with
76 Democrats and Whigs from Slave States.

Mr. Pollock, of Pa., moved that this vote be
reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider
do lie on the table ; which prevailed : Yeas,
113; Nays, 96.

So Mr. Clayton's project of Compromise ya»
defeated.

The next session of the same Congress opened

under very different auspices. The Mexican
War had been terminated, so that none could

longer be deterred from voting for Slavery Ex
elusion by a fear that the prosecution of hos-

tilities would thereby be embarrassed. General

Taylor had been elected President, receiving

the votes of Delaware, Maryland, North Caro-

lina, Georgia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Louisiana,

and Florida—a moiety of the Slave States—over

Gen. Cass, now the avowed opponent of Slavery

Restriction. Many of the Northern Democrats
con.sidered themselves absolved by this vote from
all extra-constitutional obligations to the South,

and voted accordingly.

J)ec, 13.—Mr. J. M. Root, of Ohio, offered

the following

:

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be in-

structed to report tp this House, with as little delay as

practicable, a bill or bills providing a Territorial Govern-
ment for each of the Territories of New Mexico and Cali-

fornia, and excluding Slavery therefrom.

A call of the House was had, and the previous

question ordered.

Mr. W. P. Hall, of Mo., moved that the same
do lie on the table. Lost : Yeas, 80 ; Nays, 106.

The resolve then passed: Yeas, 108; Nays,

80, viz.

:

Yeas—All the Whigs from Free States, and all the De-
mocrats, but those noted as Nays below, including the fol-

lowing, who had voted agamst the same principle at the
former session :

Maine.—Asa W. H. Clapp, James S. Wiley—2.

Nkw-York.—Frederick W. Lord—1.

Ohio.—Thomas liichey—1.

lNmAN.\.—Charles W. Cathcart, Thomas J. Henley, John
L. Robinson, William W. Wick—4.

Illinois.—Robert Smith— 1.

Messrs. Clark and H. Williams, of Maine, Birdsall and
Maclay, of New-York, Brodhead and Mann, of Pa., Pettit,

of Ind., Ficklin and McClelland, of 111., who voted with
the South at the former session—now failed to vote.

Mr. Jackson, of N. Y , who then voted with the South,
had been succeeded by Mr. H. Greeley, who voted with the
North.
Na'^—All the Members voting from the Slave States,

with tthe following from the Free States :

Nbw-Youk.— Henry C. Murphy—1.

PennsylvaNH.— Charles Brown, Charles J. Ingersoll—2.

Ohio.—William Kennon, jun., John K. Miller, Williaai
Sawyer—3.

Illinois.—William A. Richardson—1.

Iowa.—Shepherd Lefller— 1.

Total Nays from Free States—8.

Mr. Robinson, of Ind , moved a reconsidera-

tion of this vote, which motion (Dec. 18), on
motion of Mr. Wentworth, of 111., was laid on
the table: Yeas, 10.5; Nays, 83.

The Civil and Diplomatic Appropriation bill

having passed the House in the usual form, came
up to the Senate, where it was debated several

days.

Feb. 2\st.—Mr. Walker, of Wise, moved an
amendment, extending all the laws of the United
States, so far as applicable, to the Territories

acquired from Mexico.

Mr. Bell, of Tenn., moved to add further sec-

tions organizing the State of California, to be
admitted into the Union on the 1st of October
next. This was rejected : Yeas, 4 (Bell, Dodge
of Iowa, Douglas, Davis) ; Nays, 39.

Feb. 2Gt/i.—Mr. Dayton, of N. J., moved that

the President be vested with power to provide
a suitable temporary government for the Ter-

ritories. Rejected : Yeas, 8 ; Nays, 47.
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The qupstion recurred on Mr. Walker's amend-

ineut, which was carried : Yeas, 29 ; Nays,

27.

The bill being returned to the House, thus

amended, this ameudmeut was (March '2d) voted

down: Yeas, 101; Nays, 115—as follows:

Yeas—all the members from the Slave

States, with the following from the Free States,

viz.

:

Maine—Hezekiali Williams—1.

New-York—Ausbiirn Birdsall—1.

Pennsylvania—Samuel A. Bridges, Richard Brod-

head, Charles Brown, Charles J. IngersoU, Lewis C.

Levin—5.

Ohm—William Kennon, jr., William Sawyer—2.

Illinois—Oilando B. Ficklin, John A. McClernand,
William A. I'liohardson—8.

Iowa—Shepherd Lelller—1.

Totnl, thirteen from Free States; eighty-eight

from Slave States. (Only two from Slave States

ab.seiit or silent.)

Nai/H—all the Whig.-> from Free States, and all

tlie democrats from Free States, except those

named above.

So the House refused to concur in this amend-
ment, and tlie bill was returned to the Senate

accordingly.

The Senate resolved to insist on its amend-
ment, and ask a conference, which was granted,

but resulted in nothing. Messrs. Atherton, of

N. H., Dickinson, of N. Y., and Berrien, of Ga.,

were managers on the part of the Senate, and
insisted on iis amendment, organizing tiie Ter-

ritories without restriction as to Slavery.

Me.«srs. Vinton, of Ohio, Nicoll, of N. Y., and
Morehead, of Ky., were appointed on the part

of the Hou.^e. Tiiese, after a long sitting, re-

ported their inability to agree, and were dis-

charged.

The bill being now returned to the House, Mr.

McClernand, of HI., moved that the House do
recede from its disagreement. Carried : Yeas,

111 ; Nays, 1()6.

Mr. R. W. Thompson, of Ind., moved that the

House concur with the Senate, with an amend-
ment, which was a substitute, extending the

laws of the United States over said Territories,

but leaving them unorganized,

—

And that, until the fourth day of July, eighteen hundred
and fiftj', unless Congress shall sooner provide for the

government of said Territories, the exisUng laws there-

of shill be retained and observed.

The question being reached on amending the

Senate's proposition as proposed by Mr. Thomp-
son, it was carried: Yeas, 111 ; Nays, 105.

(All the Southern members in the negative,

with Levin and a few of the Northern Demo-
crat.! ; the residue, with all the Northern Whigs,

in the affirmative.)

The House now proceeded to agree to the

Senate's amendment, as amended : Yeas, 110;

Nays, l<i3, (the same as before ; the friends of

the Senate's proposition voting against it, as

amended, and vice versa, on the understanding

that Mr. Thompson's amendment would exclude

Shivery.)

The'bill as thus amended being returned to

the Senate, it refused to agree to the House's

Amendment, and receded from its own proposi-

tion ; so the bill was passed and the session

closed, with no provision for the government of

the newly-acquired Territories.

yiiig. C, 1846.— Mr. Douglas?, from the Com-
mittee on Territories, reported to the House a

bill organizing the Territory of Oregon.
Said bill was discussed in Committee of the

Wiiole. and the following amendment agftjed to :

And neither Slavery, nor involuntary servitude shall

ever exist in said Territory, except for crime whereof
the party shall have been duly convicted.

On coming out of Committee, this amend-
ment was agreed to—Yeas, l(i8 ; Nays, 44. (Tlic

Nays are all Southern, but Charles J. Ingersoll,

Orlando B. Ficklin, and possibly one or two
others ; and all Democrats, but some half a

dozen from the South, of whom Robert Toombs
has since turned Democrat.) Stephen A. Doug-
las did not vote. The bill passed the House
without further opposition, was read twice in

the Senate, and referred ; and Mr. Westcotf, of

Florida, made a report thereon from the Com-
mittee on Territories; but the session closed

without further action on the bill. -

This Congress reassembled, Dec. 7 th, 1846.

On the 2.3d, Mr. Douglas again reported his

bill to provide a Territorial government for

Oregon, which was read twice and committed :

Jan. 11th, 1847, was discussed in Committee,

as also on the 12th and 14th, when it was

resolved, to close the debate. On the l.'ith, it

was taken out of Committee, when Gen. Burt,

of S. C, moved the following addition (already

moved, debated, and voted down in Committee)

to the clause forbidding Slavery in said Terri-

tory :

Inasmuch as the whole of said Territory lies north of

thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude, known
as the line of the Missouri Compromise.

The purpose of this is clear enough. It -was

intended to recognize the Missouri line, not as

limited to the Territories possessed by the United

States at the time said line was established,

but as extending to all that has since been, or

hereafter should be, acquired, so as to legalize

Slavery in any Territory henceforth to be

acquired by us south of 36° 30'.

Mr. Burt's amendment was negatived : Yeas,

82 ; Nays, 114.

The vote was very nearly sectional ; but the

following members from Free States voted in

the minority :

Pknnstlvania—Charles J. Ingersoll—1.

Illinois—Stephen A. Douglas, Robt. Smith

—

2.

Iowa—C. S. Hastings—1. In all, 5.

No member from a Slave State voted in

the majority. The bill then passed: Yeas, 134;

Nays, 35, (all Southern).

Jan. 15.—The bill reached the Senate, and

was sent to the Judiciarv Committee, consisting

of

Messrs. Ashley, Ark. Berrien, Ga. Westcott, Fla.

Breese, 111. , Dayton, N. J.

Jan. 25.—Mr. Ashley reported the Oregon

bill with amendments, which w6re ordered to

be printed.

29._Said bill, on motion of Mr. Westcott,

was recommitted to the Judiciary Committee.

Feb 10.—Mr. Ashley again reported it with

amendments.
March 3.—It was taken up as in Committee

of the Whole, when Mr. Evans, of Maine, moved
that it be laid on the table. Defeated: Yeas,
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19, (all Whigs but Calhoun, of S. C, and Yulee

of Florida) ; Nays, 26, (24 Dem., with Corwin

of Ohio, and Johnson of Louisiana.)

Mr.Westcott, of Fla., immediately moved that

the bill do lie on the table, which prevailed

:

Yeas, 26 ; Nays, 18 (a mixed vote, evidently

governed by various motives) ; but the nega-

tives were all Democrats, but Corwin and John-

son aforesaid. This being the last day of the

session, it was evident that the bill, if opposed,

as it was certain to be, could not get through,

and it was, doubtless, in behalf of other press-

ing business that many Senators voted to lay

this aside. It was, of course, dead for the ses-

sion.

Dec. 6, 1847.—The XXXth Congress assem-

bled ; Robert C. Winthrop (Whig) of Mass. was

chosen Speaker of the House. President Polk,

iu his Annual Message, regretted that Oregon

had not already been organized, and urged the

necessity of action on the subject.

p^l) 9.—ill-. Caleb B. Su)ith, of Indiana, re-

ported to the House a bill to cstabhsh the terri-

torial government of Oregon ; which, by a vote

of two-thirds, was made a special order for

March 14th. It was postponed, however, to

the 28th ; when it was taken up and discussed,

as on one or two subsequent days. May 29th,

it was again made a special order next after the

Appropriation bills. The President that day

sent a special message, urgmg action on this

subject. July ioth, h was taken up in earnest;

Mr. Wentworth, of IlUnois, moving that debate

on it in Cominiitee cease at two o'clock this

day.

Mr. Geo. S. Houston, of Ala,., endeavored to

put this motion on the table. Defeated : Yeas

85 ; Nays b'J, (nearly, but not luiiy, a sectional

division). Mr. Geo. VV. Jones, of Tenn., moved
a reconsideration, which was carried : Yeas,

luo ; Navs, 88; and the resolution laid on the

table : Yeas, 96 ; Nays, 90.

The bill coatiuued to be discussed, and

finally (Aug. 1) was got out of Committee;

when Mr. C. B. tfiniiii moved the Previous

Question thereon, wliich was ordered.

Ally. 2.—The ilouse came to a vote on an

amendmeiit made in Cominittee, whereby the

following provision of tiie original bill was

stricken out :

Tliat the inliabitants of sai<i T('n-itoi-y shall be enti-

tled to eiijiiy ail and singular, the n^hs, privileges, and
advantages granted and secured lo iiie people of the

Territory of the United States uortlinest uf ilie river

Oiiio, by tlie articles of compact ccuitaiued in tlie ordi-

nance for the government of said Territory, passed the

13th day of July, seventeen hundred and eigiity-seven
;

and shall be subject to all the conditions, and restric-

tions, and prohibitions in said articles of compact im--

p.jsed upon llie people of said territory, and

—

The House refused to agree to this amend-
ment : Yeas, 88.; Nays, 114.

Tiie Members from the Free States who voted

with the South to strike out, were

—

Nkw York.—Ausburn liirdsall—1.

Ouio.—William Kennon. jun., John K. Miller—2.

luLiNois.—Orlando B. Ficklin, John A. McClernand,
William A Richardson—3.

Indiana.—John L. Robinson, William W. Wick—2.

Mr. John W, Houston of Delaware voted in the ma-
jority.

Tlie bih was then passed: Yeas, 12'^; Nays,

7i.

[This vote was almost completely sectional.

Mr. Houston, of Delaware, voting in the majority

as before: otherwise, members from the Free

States in the affirmative ; those from the Slav©

States in the negative.]

Any. 3.—This bill reached the Senate, when
Mr. Badger, of N. C, moved its indefinite post-

ponement : negatived, 47 to 1, (Yulee). It was
then sent to the Committee on Territories.

The Senate had had under consideration,

from time to time through the Session, a bill

of its own, reported by Mr. Douglas, which was
finally referred to a select Committee—Mr. Clay-

ton, of Delaware, Chairman—and by said com-
mittee reported some days before the reception

of the House bill. It was then dropped.

Any. 5.—Mr. Douglas reported the House
bill, with amendments, which were printed.

Auy. 10 — After some days' debate, the

Senate proceeded to vote. Mr. Foote, of Miss.,

moved that the bill do lie on the table. De-
feated : Yeas, 15 (Southern); Nays, 36.

On the question of agreeing to this amend
ment

:

Inasmuch as the said Territory is north of thirty-six

deg thirty min., usually kno\¥n as the [line of the] Mi*
souri Compromise.

It was rejected : Yeas, 2 (Bright and Do>j

glas) ; Nays, 62.

Mr. Douglas moved to amend the bill, by in-

serting after the word " enacted :"

That the line of thirty-six degrees and thirty

minutes of north latitude, known as the Missouri Com-
promise line, as defined in the eighth section of an act
entitled, '' An Act to authoriz. the people of the Missouri
Territory to form a Constitutional and State Govern-
ment, and for the admission of such State into the Union-
on an equal footing with tlie original States, and to pro-
hibit Slavery in certain Territories, approved March 6th,

1S20," be, and the same is hereby, declared to extend to

the Pacific Ocean; and the ."aid eighth section, together

with tlie compromise therein effected, is liereby revived,

and declared to be in full force and binding, for the
future organization of the Territories of the United
Slates in the same sense, and with the same understand-
ing with which it was originally adopted ; and

—

Which was carried : Yeas, 38; Nays, 21 ; as fo/

lows

:

Yeas—For recognizing the Missouri line as

riginfuily extending to the Pacific:

Messrs. At^ son,
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t>efore—Westcott of Florida added to the

Nays—and thus passed).

Aticf. 11.—Tiie bill, thus amended, having
been returned to the House, the amenduienc
of Mr. Douglas, just recited, was rejected

:

Yeas, 82 ; Nays, lai.

Yeas from Free Slates :

New York.— Ausburn Birdsall—1.

PKNssvLViNiA.—Charles Browu, Charlea J. IngersoU—2.

Total—3.

Otherwise, from Slave States, all Yeas : from
Free States, all Nays.

Auc/. 12.—The Senate, after voting down
various propositions to lay on the table, etc.,

finally decided to recede from its amendments to

the Oregon bill, and pnss it as it came from the

House : Yeas, 29 ; Nays, 25 (all from Slave

States).

So the bill became a law, and Oregon a Terri-

tory, under the original Jefferson or Dane Pro-
viso against Slavery.

THE COMPROMISE OF 1850.

The XXXIst Congress commenced its first

Session at Washington, Dec. 3, 1849 ; but the
House was unable to organize—no person re-

ceiving a majority of all the votes for Speaker
—until the 22nd, when, the Plurality rule hav-
ing been adopted by a vote of 113 to 106, Mr.
Howell Cobb, of Ga., was elected, having 102
votes to 100 for Robert C. Winthrop of Mass.,

and 20 scattering. It was thereupon resolved
—Yeas, 149 ; Nays, 35—" That Howell Cobb be
declared duly elected Speaker ;" and on the

24:th President Zachary Taylor transmitted to-

both Houses his first Annual Message, in the

course of which he says :

No civil gnvernment having been provided by Con-
gress for Ciilifornia, the people of that Territory, im-
pelled by the neues'^iiies of their political condition,

recently met in Convention, for the purpose of forming
a Constitution and State Government ; which, the latest

advices give me reason to suppose, has been accom-
plished ; and it is believed they will shortly apply for tlie

admission of California into the Unima, as a Sovereign
S:ate. Should such be the case, and should tlieir consti-

tution be conformable to the requisitions of the Consti-
tution of the United States, I recommend their app' na-

tion to the favorable consideration of Congress.
The people of New-Mexico will also, it is believed,

at no very distant period, present tliemselves for admis-
sion into the Union. Preparatory to the admission of

California and New-Mexico, the people of each will have
instituted for themselves a republican form of govern-
ment, laying its foundation in such principles, and
organizing its power in such form, as to them shall seem
must likely to effect their safety and happiness.
By awaiting their action, all uneasiness may be

avoided and confidence and kind feeling preserved.
With a view of maintaining the harmony and tranquillity

so dear to all, we should abstain from the introduction of
those exciting topics of a sectional character which have
hitherto produced painful apprehenstins in the public
tnind ; and I repeat the solemn warning of the first and
most illustrious of my predecessors, against furnishing
any ground for characterizing parties by geographical
discriminations.

Jan. 4.—Gen. Sam. Houston, of Texas, sub-

mitted to the Senate the following proposition
;

Whereas, The Congress of the United States, possess-

tag only a delegated authority, have no power over the

subject of Negro Slavery within the limits of the United
States, either to prohibit or interfere with it, in the States,

Teiritories, or District, where, by municipal law, it now
exists, or to establish it in any State or Territory where
it does not exist ; but, as an assurance and guaranty to

promote harmony, quiet apprehension and remove sec-

tional prejudice, which by possibility might impair or

weaken love and devotion to the Union in any part of

the country, it is hereby

Jiesolved, That, aa the people in Territories have the
same inherent rights of self-government as the people in

the Stales, if in the exercise ofsuch inhfci"">nt rights the peo-
ple in the newly-acquired Territories, by tne Annexation
of Texas and the acquisition of California and New-Mexi-
co, south of the parallel of iitj degrees and 30 minutes of
north latitude, extending to the Pacific Ocean, shall estab-

lish Negro Slavery in the formation of their state govern-
ments, it shall be deemed no objection to their admission
as a State or States into the Union, in accordance with
the Constitution of the United Stales.

Jan. 21.—Gen. Taylor, in answer to a resolu-

tion of inquiry, sent a message to the House,
stating that he had urged the formation of

State Governments in California and New-
Mexico.

J^eb. 13, 1850.—Gen. Taylor comnmnicated
to Congress the Constitution (free) of the State

of California.

Jan. 29, 1850.—Mr. Henry Clay, of Kentucky,
submitted to the Senate the following pro-

positions, with others, which were made a special

order anti printed

:

1. Resolved, That California, with suitable boun-
daries, ought, upon her application, to be admitted as

one of the States of this Union, without the imposition by
Congress of any restriction in respect to the exclusion or

introduction of Slavery within those boundaries.
'2. Resolced, That as Slavery does not exist by law,

and is not likely to be introduced into any of the tei fi-

tory acquired by the United States from Die Republic of

Mexico, it is inexpedient for Congress to provide by law
either for its introduction into, or exclusion from, auy
part of the said Territoiy ; and that appropriate terri-

torial governments ought to be established by Congi ess,

in all the said Territory, not assigned as within the boun-
daries of the proposed State of California, without the
adoption of any restriction or condition on the subject oj

Slavery.
5. liesolved, That it is inexpedient to abolish Slavery

in the District of Columbia, whilst that institution con-
tinues to exist in the State of Maryland, without the con-
sent of that State, without the consent of the people of
the District, and without just compensation to the
owners of slaves within the District.

6. Mtit Resolved, That it is expedient to prohibit, with-

in the District, the slave-trade in slaves brought into it

from States or places beyond the limits of the District,

either to be sold therein as merchandise, or to be
transported to other markets without the District of

Columbia.
7. Resolved, That more effectual provision ought to be

made by law, according to the requirement of the Con-
stitution, for the restitution and delivery of persons bound
to service or labor in any State, who may escape into auy
other State or i erritory in the Union. And,

8. Resolved, That Congress has no power to prohibit or

obstruct the trade in slaves between the slaveholdinj?

States, but that the admission or exclusion of slaves

brought from one into another of them, depends exclu-

sively upon their own particular laws.

Feb. 28.—Mr. John Bell, of Tennessee, sub-

mitted to the Senate the following proposi-

tions :

Wliereas, Considerations of the highest interest to the

whole country demand that the existing and increasing

dissensions between the North and tiie South, on the

subject of Slaver}', should be speedily arrested, and that

the questions in controversy be adjusted'upon some basis

which shall tend to give present quiet, repress sectional

animosities, remove, as far as possible, the causes of

future discord, and secure the uninterrupted enjoyment
of those benefits and advantages which the Union was
intended to confer in equal measure upon all its mem-
bers;
And, whereas. It is manifest, under present circum-

stances, that no adjustment oan be effected of t'je points

of difference unhappily existing between the Northern

and Southein sections of the Union, connected with the

subject of Slavery, which shiiU secure to either section ail

that is contended for, and that mutual concessions upon
questions of mere policy, not involving the violation of

any constitutional right or principle, must be the basis of

every project affording any assurance of a favorable ac-

ceptance;
And, whereas. The joint resolution for annexing
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Texas to the United States, approved March 1, 1845, con-

tains the following condition and guaranty—that is to

say :
" Ssew Stales of convenient size, not exceeding four

in number, in addition to said State of Texas, and hav-

iag sufficient population, may hereafter, by the consent

of said State, be formed out of the territory thereof,

wliich shall be entitled to admission under the provi-

sions of the Federal Constitution ; and such States as

may be formed out of that portion of said Territory lying

south of thirty-six degrees thirty minutes north latitude,

commonly known as the Missouri Compromise Hue, shall

be admitted into the Union with or without Slavery, as

the people of each State, asking admission may desire
;

and in such State or States as shall be formed out of

said territory north of said Missouri Compromise line.

Slavery, or involuntary servitude (except for crime;,

shall be prohibited :" Therefore,

1. Beisolved, That tiie obligation to comply with the

condition and guaranty above recited in good faith be

distinctly recognized, and that, in part compliance with

the same, as soon as the people of Texas shall, by an act

of their legislature, signify their assent by restricting the

limits thereof, within the Teiritory lying east of the

Tnuity and south of the Ked Kiver, and wnen the people

of the residue of the territory claimed by Texas adopt a

constitution, republican in form, they be admitted into

Union upon an equal footing in all respects with the ori-

ginal States.

2. Rsaulved, That if Texas shall agree to cede, the

United States will accept, a cession of all the unappro-

priated domain in all the Territory claimed by Texas, ly-

ing west of the Colorado and extending north to the

forty-second parallel of north latitude, together with the

jurisdiction and sovereignly of all the territory claimed

by Texas, north of the thirty-fourth parallel of north

latitude, and to paj- therefor a sum not exceeding;

millions of dollars, to be applied io the first place to the

extinguishment of any portion of the existing public

debt of Texas, for the discharge of which the United

States are under any obligation, implied or otherwise,

and the remainder as Texas shall require.

3. Be'solve.d^ That when the population of that portion

of the Territory claimed by Texas, lying south of the

thirty-founu parallel of north latitude and west of the

Colorado, shall be equal to the ratio of representation in

Congress, under the last preceding apportionment, ac-

cording to the provisions of the Constitution, and tlie

people of such i'errilory shall, with the assent of the new
Slate contemplated in the preceding resolution, have
t^opted a Stale Constitution, republican in form, they

be admitted into the Union as a State, upon an equal

'ooiing with the original states.

Meiiuloed, That ail the Teiritory now claimed by Texas,

lying north of the thirty-fourth parallel of north latitude,

and which may be ceded to the United States by Texas,

be incorporated with the Territory of New-Mexico, ex-

cept such part tiiereof as lies east of the Kiu (irande and
south of the thirty-fourth degree of north latitude, and
tiiat the Territory so composed form a State, to be ad-

mitted into ihe Union when the inhabitants thereof shall

adopl a State Conslituiion, republican in form, with the

consen. of Congress ; but in the mean time, and until

Congress shall give such consent, provision be made for

the government of the inhabitants of said Territory suit-

able to their condition, but without any restriction as to

Slavery.
5. Kemloed, That all the Territory ceded to the

United Slates, by the Treaty of (iuadaloupe Hidalgo,

lying west of said Territory of New Mexico, and east of

tlie contemplated new State of California, for the present,

constitute one Territory, and for which some form of

government suitable to the condition of the inhabitants

be provided, without any restriction as to Slavery.

6. Renolved., That the Constitution recently formed
by the people of the western portion of California, and
presented to Congress by the fresident, on the liitii day
of February, ISOO, be accepted, and that they be admit-

ted into the Union as a State, upon an equal footing in

ail respects with the original States.

Itenolved, That, in future, the formation of State Con-
ctitutions, I'y the inliabitants of the Territories of the

Un.ted Stales, be regulated bylaw; and that no sucti

(lonstituliou be hereafter formed or adopted by the in-

tabilants of any Territory belonging to the United
&iales, witl;out the consent and authoiity of Congress.

8. li-'nol-jed. That the inhabitants of any Territory cf

the United States, when they shall be aulliorized by Con-
gress tc i' nil a Stale Constitution, shall have tiie sole

und exclusive power to regulate and adjust all quesiious

L>f internal Stale policy, of v/hatever nature they may be,

ontrolled only by the restrictions expressly imposed by
fte Constitution of the United States.

U. jUeisoiV6d, That the Committee on Territories be

instructed to report a bill in conformity with the spiiU

and principles of the foregoing resolutions.

A debute of unusual duration, earnestness,

and ability ensued, maio^y on Mr. Clay's Reso-

lutions. They were regijrded by uncompromis-
ing champions,whether of Northern or of South-

ern views, but especially of the latter, as con-

ceding substantially the matter in dispute to

the other side. Thus,

January •2,9th.—Mr. Clay having read and
briefly commented on his propositions, se?-iaiim,

he desired that they should be held over with-

out debate, to give lime for consideration, and
made a special order for Monday or Tuesday
following. But this was not assented to.

Mr. Foote, of Mississippi, spoke against them
generally, saying:

If I understand the resolutions properly, they are ob-
jectionable, as it seems to me,

1. Because they only assert that it is not expedient
that Congress should abolish Slavery in the District of
Columbia ; thus allowing the implication to arise that
Congress has power to legislate on the subject of Slavery
in the District, which may hereafter be exercised, if it

should become expedient to do so ; whereas, I hold that
Congress has, under the Constitution, no such power at

all, and that any attempt thus to legislate would be a

gross fraud upon all the States of the Union.
2. The Kesoluiions of the honorable Senator assert

that Slavery does not now exist by law in the Territories

recently acquired from Mexico ; whereas, I am of
opinion that the treaty with the Mexican republic carried
the Constitution, wii/i, all its guaraiitieii, to all the Ter-
ritory obtained by treaty, and secured the privilege to

every Southern slaveholder to enter any part of it, at-

tended by his slave-property, and to enjoy the same
therein, free fiom all molestation or hindrance whatso-
ever.

3. Whether Slavery is or is not likely to be introduced
into these Territories, or into any of thein, is a proposi-
tion tuo uncertain, in my judgment, to be at present
positively affirmed ; and X am unwilhng to make a
solemn legislative declaration on the point. Let tJte

futufe prooidetke appropriate sulution of this inte-

resting question.
4. Considering, as I have several times heretofore for-

mally declared, the title of Texas to all the Territory
embraced in her boundaries, as laid down in her law of
1836, full, complete, and undeniable, I am unwilling to

say anything, by resolution or otherwise, which may in

tlie least degree draw that title into question, as I thinii

is done in one of the resolutions of the honorable Sena-
tor from Kentucky.

6. As to the abolition of the slave-trade in the District

of Columbia, I see no particular objection to it, provided
it is done in a delicate and judicious manner, and is not
a concession to the menaces and demands of factionists

aad fanatics. If other questions can be adjusted, this

one will, perhaps, occasion but little difficulty.

7. The resolutions which provide for the restoration of

fugitives from laborer service, and for the establishment
of territorial governments, free from all restriction on
the subject of Slavery, have my hearty approval. The
last resolution—which asserts that Congress has no power
to prohibit the trade in slaves from State to State—

I

equally approve.
5. If all other questions connected with the subject of

Slavery can be satisfactorily adj''sted, I see no objec-

tion to admitting all California, above the line of 36
degrees 3U minutes, iuto the Union

;
prodded another

new Skive tilate cati be laid off within the present
limits of Texas, so as to keep the present equiponder-
ance between the Slave and free States of the Union :

and provided further, all this is done by way of com-
promise, and in order to save the Union, (as dear to

me as to any man living.

)

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, after expressing

his deep- an.\iety to '• go with him who
went furthest, but within the limits of strict

duty, in adjusting these unhappy difl'erences,"

added :

Sir, so far as I have read these resolutions, there \»

' but one proposition to which I can give a hearty 'isseiit,

j

and that is the resolutior: ^tiich proposes to organize
Territorial governments at once in thsse Territorv.-s,

witliout a decla ation one way or the other as to thei^
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dt mestio institutions. But there is another whicli I

deeply regret to see introduceil into this Senate, by a

Senator from a slaveholding 8tnte ; it is ihat wliich

assumes that Slavery does not now exist by law in those

countries. 1 understand one of tliese propositions to

declare that, by law, Slavei-y is now abolislied in New-
Mexico and California. Tliat was the very proposition

advanced by the non-slaveholdiug' States at the last

session ; combated and disproved, as I thought, by gen-

tlemen from the slaveholding States, and which the

Com[)romise bill was framed to test. So far, I regarded

the question of law as disposed of, and it was very

clearly and satisfactorily shown to be against the spirit

of the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. If the

contrary is true, I presume the Senator from Kentucky
would declare that if a law is now valid in the Territories

abolishing Slavery, that it could not be introduced there,

even if a law was passed creating the institution, or re-

pealing the statutes already existing ; a doctrine never
assented to, so far as I know, until now, by any Senator
representing one of the slaveholding States. Sir, I hold
the very opposite, and with such confidence, that at the

last session I was willing and did vote for a bill to test

this question in the Supreme Court. Yet this resolution

assumes the other doctrine to be true, and our assent is

challenged to it as a proposition of law.

Mr. Jeiferson Davis, of Mississippi, objected

specially to so much of Mr. Clay's propositions

as relates to the boundary of Texas, to the

slave-trade iu the Federal district, and to Mr.

Clay's avowal in his speech that he did not

believe Slavery ever would or could be estab-

lished in any part of the Territories acquired

from Mexico. He continued :

But, sir, we are called upon to receive this as a
measure of compromise ! As a measure in which we of
the minority are to receive nothing. A measure of com-
promise ! I look upon it as but a modest mode of taking
that, the claim to which has been more boldly asserted
by others ; and, that I may be understood upon this

question, and that my position may go forth to the
country in the same columns that convey the sentiments
of the Senator from Kentucky, 1 here assert, that never
will I take less than tlie JMissouri Compromise line ex-
tended to the Pacific Ocean, with the specific recognition
of the right to hold slaves in the Territory below that
Une ; and that, before such Territories are admitted into

the Union as States, slaves may be taken there from any
of the United States at the option of the owners. I can
never consent to give additional power to a majority to

commit further aggressions upon the minority in this

Union ; and will never consent to any proposition which
will have such a tendency, without a full guaranty or
«ounteracting measure is connected with it.

Mr. Clay, in reply, said :

I am extremely sorry to hear the Senator from Mis-
sissippi say that he requires, first, the extension of the
Missouri Compromise line to the Pacific; and also that
he is not satisfied with that, but requires, if I understood
him correctly, a positive 23rovision lor the admission of
Slavery south of that line. And now, sir, coming fi om a
Slave State, as I do, I owe it to myself, I owe it to truth,

I owe it to ihe subject, to state that no earthly power
could induce me to vote for a specific measure for the
introduction of Slavery where it had not before existed,
either south or north of that line. Coming as I do from
a Slave State, it is my solemn, deliberate, and well-ma-
tured determination that no power—no earthly power

—

shall compel me to vote for the positive introduction of
Slavery either south or north of that line. Sir, while you
reproach, and justly, too, our British ancestors for the
introduction of this institution upon the Continent of
America, I am, for one, unwilling that the posterity of
the present iniiabitauts of CaUfornia and New-Mexico
shall reproach us for doing just what we reproach Great
Britain for doing to us. If the citizens of those Terri-

tories choose to establish Slavery, I am for admitting
them with such provisions in their Constitutions; but
then, it will be their own work, and not ours, and their

posterity will have to reproach them, and not us, for

forming Constituti'ins allowing the institution of Slavery
to exist among them. These are my views, sir, and I

choose to express them ; and I care not how extensively
and universally they are known. The honorable Sena-
tor from Virginia has expressed his opinion that Slavery
exists in these Territories, and I have no doubt that
opinion is sincerely and honestly entertained by him;
and I would say with equal sincerity and honesty, that I

Relieve that Slavery nowhere exists within any portion i

of the Territory acquired by us from Mexico. He holdu

a directly coutraiy opinion to mine, as he has a i>erfec(

right to do ; and we will not quarrel about that differ-

ence of opinion.

Mr. William R. King, of Alabama, was in-

clined to look with I'avor ou Mr. Clay's pro-

positions, and assented to some of them ; but

he objected to the mode in which California had

formed what is called a State Constitution. He
preferred the good old way of first organizing

Territories, and so training up their people " lor

the exercise and enjoyment of our institutions."

Besides, he thought " there was not that kind

of population there that justified the formation

of a State Government." On the question of

Slavery in the new Territories, he said:

We ask no act of Congress—as has been properly intima-

ted by the Senator from Mississippi— to carry Slavery any-

where. Sir, I believe we have as much Constitutional power
to prohibit Slavery from going into the Territories of the

United States, as we have to pass an act carrying Slavery

there. We have no right to do either the one or the other.

I would as soon vote for the WUmot Proviso as I would

vote for any law which requii'ed that Slavery should ^o

into any of the Territories.

Mr. Downs, of Louisiana, said

:

I must confess that, m the whole course of my life, my
astonishment lias never been greater than it was when I

saw this (Mr. Clay's) proposition brought forward as u

compromise ; and I rise now, sir, not for the purpose of

discussing it at all, but to protest most solemnly against it.

I consider this compromise as no compromise at all. AVhat,

sir, does it grant to the South ? I can see notliing at all.

Mr. Butler, of South Carolina, said:

As I understand it, the Senator from Kentucky's whole

proposition of compromise is notliing more than tliis : That

California is already disi)osed of, having formed a State

Constitution, and tliat Territorial Governments shall be

organized for Ueseret and New-Mexico, under which, by

the operation of laws already existing, a slaveholding

population could not carry with them, or own slaves there.

What is there m the nature of a compromise here, coupled,

as it is, with the proposition that, by the existing laws in

the Territories, it is almost certain that slaveholders can-

not, and have no right to, go there with their property ?

What is there in the nature of a compromise here"? I am
willing, however, to run the risks, and am ready to give to

the Territories the governments they require. 1 shall

always think that, under a Constitution giving equal rights

to all parties, the slaveholding people, as such, can go to

these Territories, and retain then- property there. But, if

we adopt tins proposition of the Senator from Kentucky,

it is clearly on the basis that Slavery shall not go there.

The debate having engrossed the attention

of the Senate for nearly two months—
March 25.—Mr. Douglas, from the Com-

mittee on Territories, reported the following

bills:

Senate, 169.—A bill for the admission of California into

the Union.
Senate, 170.—A bill to establish the Territorial Gov-

ernments of Utah and New-Mexico, and for other pur-

poses.

These bills were read, and passed to a second

reading.

April 11.—Mr. Douglas moved that Mr. BelFs

resolves do lie ou the table. Lost : Yeas, 26 ;

Nays, 28.

April 15.—The discussion of Mr. Clay's reco-

lutions still proceeding. Colonel Benton moved
that the previous orders be postponed, and thai

the Senate now proceed to consider the bill (S.

169) for the admission of the State of Cali-

fornia,

Mr. Clay moved that this proposition do lie

on the table. Carried : Yeas, 27 (for a Com-
promise) ; Nays, 24 (for a settlement without

compromise).
The Senate now took up Mr. Bell's resolves,
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aforesaid, when Mr. Beaton moved that they

lie on the table. Lost .• Yeas, 24 ; Nays, 28.

Mr. Benton next moved that they be so

amended as not to connect or m\x up the ad-

mission of California with any other question.

Lost : Yeas, 23 ; Naya, 28.

Various modifications of the generic idea

were severally voted down, generally by large

majorities.

On motion of Mr. Foote, of Miss., it was now
Ordered, That tbe resolutions submitted Ijy Mr. Bell on

the 2Sth February, together with the resolutions submitted

on the 29th of January, by Mr. Clay, be referred to a se-

lect Committee of tliirteen ; Provided, that the Senate

does not deem it necessary, and therefore declines, to ex-

press in advance any opinion, or to give any instruction,

either general or specific, for the guidance of the said

Committee.

April 19.—The Senate proceeded to elect by
ballot such Select Committee, which was com-

/)Osed as follows:

Mr. Henry Clay, of Ky., Chairman.
Messrs. Dickinson, of N. T. Cooper, of Pa.

Phelps, of Yt. Downs, of La.

Bell, of Tenn. King, of Ala.

Cass, of Mich. Mangum, of N. C.

Webster, of Mass. Mason, of Va.

Berrien, of Ga. Bright, of Ind.

Mai/ 8.—Mr. Clay, from said Committee, re-

ported at length, the views and reconnrienda-

tioiis of the report being substantially as lol-

10VT£ :

1. The admission of any new State or States formed out
of Texas to be postponed until tliey shall hereafter pre-

sent themselves to be received into the Union, when it will

be the duty of Congress fairly and faithfully to execute
the compact with Texas, by admitting such new State or
States.

2. The admission forthwith of California into the Union,
witli the boundaries which she has proposed.

8. The establishment of Territorial OoverDments, with-

out the Wilmot Proviso, for New-Mexico and Utah, em-
bracing all the territory recently acquired by the United
States from Mexico, not contained iu the boundaries of
California.

4. The combination of these two last mentioned mea-
sures in the same bill

;

5. The establishment of tlie western and northern bound-
aries of Texas, and the exclusion from her jurisdiction of

all New-Mexico, with the grant to Texas of a pecuniary
equivalent; and the section for that purpose to be incor-

porated in the bill admitting CaUfornia and establisliing

Territorial Governments for Utah and New-Mexico.
0. More effectual enactments of law to secure tlie prompt

delivery of i)ersons bound to service or labor in one State,

under the laws thereof, who escape into another State
;

and,
7. Abstaining from abolishing Slavery ; but, under a

heavy penalty, prohibiting the slave-trade in the District

of Columbia.

The Senate proceeded to debate from day to

day the provisions of the principal bill thus re-

ported, commonly termed " the Omnibus."
Jime 28.—Mr, Soule, of Louisiana, moved

that all south of 86° 30' be cut off from Cali-

fornia, and formed into a Territory entitled

South California, and that said Territory

" shall, when ready, able, and willing to become a State,

and deserving to be such, be admitted with or without
Slavery, as the people thereof shall desire, and make
known through their Constitution."

This was rejected: Yeas, 19 (all fcjoutnern)

;

Nays, 36.

jnly 10.—The discussion was interrupted by
the death of President Taylor. Millard Fillmore

succeeded to the Presidency, and William R.

King, of Alabama, was chosen President of the

Senate, pro tetnpore.

July 15.—The bill was reported to the Senate
and amended so as to substitute " that Congress

shall make no law establishing or prohibiting "

Slavery in the new Territories, instead of " iu

respect to " it. Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 25.

Mr. Seward moved to add at the end of the

37th section :

But neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude shall be
allowed in either of the Territories of New-Mexico or Utah,
except on legal conviction for crime.

Which was negatived; Yeas and Naya not
taken.

July 17.—The Senate resumed the considera-

tion of the " Omnibus bill."

Mr. Benton moved a change in the proposed
boundary between Texas and New-Mexico. Re-
jected : Yeas, 18 ; Nays, 3().

Mr. Foote moved that the 34th parallel of
north latitude be the northern boundary of

Texas throughout. Lost : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 3-1.

July 19.—Mr. King moved that the parallel

of 35° 30' be the southern boundary of the

State of California. Rejected : Yeas, 20 ; Nays,

37.

Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, moved 36° 30'. Re-

jected : Yeas, 23 ; Nays, 32.

July 23d.—Mr. Turney, of Tenn., moved that

the people of California be enabled to form a

new State Constitution. Lost : Yeas, 19 ;

Nays, 33.

Mr. Jeff. Davis, of Mississippi, moved to add ;'

And that all laws and usages existing in said Territory,

at the date of its acquisition by the United States, which
deny or obstruct the right of any citizen of the United
States to remove to, and reside in, said Territory, with any
species of property legally held in any of the States of
this Union, be, and are hereby declared to be, null and
void.

This was rejected: Yeas, 2''
; Nays, 33.

Yea^i—For Davis's amenduunt

:

King, Ala.

Mtuigum, N. C.
Mason, Va.
IHorton, Fla.

Pratt, Md.
Rusk, Texas.
Sebastian, Ark.
Soule, La.
Turney, Tenn.
Underwood, Ky.
Yulee, Fla.—22.

s amendment

:

Foote, Miss.

Greene, R. I.

Hale, N. H.
Hamlin, Me.
Jones, Iowa.
Miller, N. J.

Norris, N. H.
Pearce, Md.
Seward, N. Y.
Shields, 111.

Smith, Conn.
Spruance, Del,

Sturgeon, Pa.
Upham, Vt.
AVales, Del.

AValker, Wise.
Ind.—83.

Messrs. Atchison, Mo.
Barnwell, S. C.

Bell, Tenn.
Berrien, Ga.
Butler, S. C.

Clemens, Ala.

Davis, Miss.

Dawson, Ga.
Downs, La.
Houston, Texas.
Hunter, Va.

Nays—Against Davis

Messrs. Badger, N. C.

Baldwin, Conn.
Benton, Mo.
Bradbury, Me.
Bright, Ind.

Cass, Midi.
Chase, Ohio.
Clarke, R. I.

Clay, Ky.
Cooper, Pa.
Davis, Mass.
Dayton, N. J.

Dickuison, N. Y.
Dodge, Wise.
Dodge, Iowa.
Eelch, Mich.

Whitcomb,

Aug. 10.—The California bill was now taken
up. Mr. Yulee, of Fla., moved a substitute,

remanding California to a territorial condition,

and limiting her southern boundary. Rejected :

Yeas, 12 (all Southern) ; Nays, 35.

Mr. Foote moved a like project, cutting oflf

so much of California as lies south of 36 deg.

30 min., and erecting it into the Territory of
Colorado. Rejected : Yeas, 13 (ultra Southern)

;

Nays, 29.

Aug. 12.—Still another proposition to limit
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California southwardly, by the line of 36 deg. I

SO min., was made by Mr. Turney, and rejected :
|

Yeas, 20 (all Southern) ; Nays, 30. After de-
j

featiag Southern motions to adjourn, postpone, I

and lay on the table, the bill was engrossed for

a third reading : Yeas, S3 (all the Senators from

Free States, with Bell, Benton, Houston, Spru-

ance, Wales and Underwood) ; Nays, 19 (all

from Slave States). Mr. Clay still absent, en-

deavoring to restore his failing health.

Aug. 13.—The California bill passed its third

reading: Yeas, 34; Nays, 18 (all Southern).

Aitg. 14.—The Senate now took up the bill or-

ganizing the Territories of New Mexico and Utah
(as it was originally reported, prior to its inclu-

sion in Mr. Clay's " Omnibus").
Mr. Chase, of Ohio, moved to amend the bill

by inserting

:

Nor shall there be in said Territory either Slavery or
Involuntary servitude, otherwise than in the punishment
of crimes whereof the party shall have been duly con-
victed to have been personally guilty.

Wliich was rejected : Yeas, 20 ; Nays, 25.

The bill was then reported complete, and
passed to be engrossed.

Aicff. 15.—Said bill had 'its third reading,

and was finally passed : Yeas, 27 ; Nays, 10.

[The Senate proceeded to take up, consider,

mature, and pass the Fugitive Slave bill, and
the bill excluding the Slave-Trade from the
District of Columbia ; but the history of these

is but remotely connected with our theme].
We return to the House.

Aicg. 2S.—The California bill was taken up,

read twice, and committed.
The Texas bill coming up, Mr. Inge, of Ala.

objected to it, and a vote was taken on its rejec-

tion : Yeas, 34; Nays, 168 ; so it was not rejected.

Mr. Boyd, of Ky., moved to amend it so as to

create and define thereby the Territories of
New-Mexico and Utah, to be slaveholding or
not as their people shall determine when they
shall come to form State governments. [In

other words, to append the bill organizing the
Territory of New Mexico to the Texas bill.]

Sept. 7.—The California bill now came up.

Mr. Boyd moved his amendment already moved
to the Texas bill. Mr. Vinton, of Ohio, declared
it out of order. The Speaker again ruled it in
order. Mr. Vinton appealed, and the House
overruled the Speaker: Yeas (to sustain), 87;
Nays, 115.

Mr. Jacob Thompson, of Miss., moved to cut
off from California all below 36° 30'. Rejected:
Yeas, 76 ; Nays, 131.

The bill was now ordered to a third reading :

Yeas, 151 ; Nays, 57, and then passed : Yeas,
150; Nays, 56 (all Southern).
The Senate bill organizing the Territory of

Utah (without restriction as to Slavery) was
t!;en taken up, and .rushed through the same
day : Yeas, 97 ; Nays, 85. [The Nays were
inniiily Northern Free Soil men ; but some
Southern men, for a dift'erent reason, voted
with them].

Sept. 9.—The House having returned the
Tixas Boundary bill, with an amendment (Linn
Boyds), including the bill organizing the Ter-
rito"y of New Mexico therein, the Senate
proceeded to consider and agree to the same

:

Yeaa, 31 ; Nays, 10, namely;

Messrs. Baldwin, Conn.,
Benton, Mo.,
Chase, Ohio,
Davis, Mass.,
Dodge, Wis.,

Ewing, Ohio,
Hamlin, Me.,
Seward, N. Y.,

Upham, Vt.,

AVinthrop, Mass.

So all the bills originally included in Mr.
Clays " Omnibus " were passed— two of them in

the same bill—after the Senate had once voted
to sever them.

THE KANSAS-NEBRASKA STP.tJGGLE.

Out of the Louisiana Territory, since the ad-

mission first of Louisiana and then of Missouri

as Slave States, there had been formed the Ter-

ritories of Arkansas, Iowa, and Minnesota ; the

first without, and the two others with. Congres-

sional inhibition of Slavery. Arkansas, in due

course, became a Slave, Iowa and Minnesota

Free States. The destiny of one tier of States,

fronting upon, and westward of, the Mississippi,

was thus settled. What should be the fate of

the next tier ?

The region lying immediately westward of

Missouri, with much Territory north, as well a.9

a more clearly defined district south of it, was
long since dedicated to the uses of the Aborigines

—not merely those who had originally inhabited

it, but the tribes from time to time removed
from the States eastward of the Mississippi.

Very little, if any, of it was legally open to

settlement by Whites; and, with the exception

of the few and small military and trading posts

thinly scattered over its surface, it is probable

that scarcely two hundred white families were
located in the spacious wilderness bounded by
Missouri, Iowa, and Minnesota on the east, the

British possessions on the north, the crest of the

Rocky Mountains on the west, and the settled

portion of New-Mexico and the line of 36*^ 34)'

on the south, at the time when Mr. Douglas

first, at the session of 1852-3, submitted a bill

organizing the Territory of Nebraska, by which

title the region above bounded had come to be
vaguely indicated.

This region was indisputably included within

the scope of the exclusion of Slavery from all

Federal Territory north of 36'^ 30', to which the

South had assented by the terms of the Mis-

souri compact, in order thereby to secure the

admission of Missouri as a Slave State. Nor
was it once intimated, during the long, earnest,

and searching debate in the Senate on the Com-
promise Measures of 1850, that the adoption of

those measures, whether together or separately,

would involve or imply a repeal of the Missouri

Restriction. We have seen on a former page

how Mr. Clay's original suggestion of a Compro-

mise, which was substantially that ultimately

adopted, was received by the Southern Senators

who spoke on its introduction, with hardly a

qualification, as a virtual surrender of all that

the South had ever claimed with respect to the

new Territories. And, from the beginning to

the close of the long and able discussion which

followed, neither friend nor foe of the Compro-

mises, nor of any of them, hinted that one

eifect of their adoption would be the lifting of

the Missouri restriction from the Territory now
covered by it. When the Compromises of 1 850

were accepted in 1852 by the National Conven-

tions af the two great parties, as a settlement

of the distracting controversy therein contem-
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plated, no hint was added that the Nebraska
re ion was opened thereby to Slavery.

Several peti'ions for the organization of a

Territory westward of Missouri and Iowa were
presented at the session of 18ol-2, but no de-

cisive Hction taken thereon, until the next ses-

sion, when,

Dec. l;U//.—Mr. W. P. Hall, of Mo., pursuant

to notice, submitted to the House a bill to organ-

ize the Territory of Platte, which was read

twice, and sent to tlie Committee on Territories.

From that Coniinittee,

Feb. )id, 1853.—Mr. W. A. Richardson, of 111.,

reported a bill to organize the Territory of

Nebraska, which was read twice and com-
mitted.

Fe^. Qt/i.—The bill was ordered to be taken

out of Committee, on motion of W. P. Hall.

Feb. \<Hh.—The bill was reported from the

Committee of the Whole to the House, with a

recommendatiou that it do not pass.

M^". Richardson moved the previous question,

which prevailed.

Mr. Letcher, of Va., moved that the bill do lie

on the table. Lost : Yeas, 49 (mainly Southern)

;

Nays, 107.

The bill was then engrossed, read a third

time, and passed. Yeas, 98 ; Nays, 43, (as

before.)

Feb. llth.—The bill reached the Senate

and was referred to the Committee on Terri-

tories.

F'eb. nth.—Mr. Douglas reported it without

ameuduient.
March id.—(Last day but one of the session),

Mr. Douglas moved that the bill be taken up

:

Lost: Yeas, 20; (all Northern but Atchison and
Geyer, of Mo.;) Nays, 25; (21 Southern, 4
Northern.)

March ord.—Mr. Douglas again moved that

the bill be taken up.

Mr. Borland, of Ark., moved that it do lie on
the table. Carried : Yeas, 23

;
(all Southern but

4 ;) Nays, 17
;

(all Northern but Atchison and
Geyer. ; So the bill was put to sleep for the

session.

Ou the motion to take up—Mr. Rusk of Texas
objecting—Mr. Atciiison said:

I must ask the indulgence of the Senate to say one
word in relation to this matter Perhaps tliere is not'a
State in the Union more deeply interested in this ques-
tion than the State of Missouri. If not the largest, I will

say the best, portion of that Territory, perhaps the only
portion of it that in half a century will become a State,

lies immediately west of the State of Missouri. It is

only a question of time, whether we will organize the
Territory at this session of Congress, or whether we will

do it at the next session ; and, for my own part, I

acknowledge now that, as the Senator from Illinois well
know3, when I came to this city, at the beginning of the
last session, I was perhaps as much opposed to the pro-
position, as the Senator from Texas now is. The Senator
from Iowa knows it; and it wati for reasont which I
v>Ul not now mention, or nujgent. But, sir, I have
from reSection and investigation in my own mind, and
from the opinions of others—my constituents, whose
opinions I am bound to respect—come to the conclusion
that now is the time for the organization of this Terri-

tory. It is the most propitious time. The treaties with
the various Indian tribes, the titles to whose possessions
must be extinguished can better be made now than at

any future time ; for, as the question is agitated, and as

it is understood, white ineu, speculators, will interpose,
and interfere, and the longer it is pos poned the more
we will have to fear from them, and tlie more difficult it

will be to e.vtinguish the Iridian title in that country,
and the ha der the terms to be imposed. Therefore,
bir. Pies:deui, for this reason, without going into detail,

I am willing now that the question shall be taken,
whether we will proceed to the consideration of the bill

or not.

The meaning is here diplomatically veiled,

yet is perfectly plain. Geii. Atchison had been
averse to organizing this Territory until he

could procure a relaxation of the Missouri Re-

striction as to Slavery; but, seeing no present

hope of this, he was willing to waive the point,

and assent to an organization under a bill silent

with respect to Slavery, and of course leaving

the Missouri Restriction unimpaired.

Gen. Pierce was inaugurated President on the

4th March, 1853.

The XXXIIld Congress assembled at Wash-
ington, Dec. 5th, 1853, with a large Adminis-
tration majority in either House. Linn Boyd
of Ky., was chosen Speaker of the House.
The President's Annual Message contained the

following allusion to the subject of Slavery :

It is no part of my purpose to give prominence to any
subject which may properly be regarded as set at rest by
the deliberate judgment of the people. But, wliile the
present is bright with promise, and the future full of de-

mand and inducements for the exercise of active intelli-

gence, the past can never be without useful lessons of
admonition and instruction. If its dangers serve not as
beacons, they will evidently fail to fulfill the object of a
wise design. When the grave shall have closed over all,

who are now endeavoring to meet the obligations of duty,
the year 1850 will be recurred to as a period filled with
anxious apprehension. A successful war had just termi-

nated. Peare brought with it a vast augmentation of
territory. Disturbing questions arose, bearing upon the
domestic institutions of one portion of the confederacy,
and involving the constitutional rights of the States.

But, notwithstanding differences of opinion and sentiment
wliioh then exi-^ted in relation to details, and specific pro-
visions, the acquie-iceace of distinguished citizens, whose
devotion to tiie Union can never be doubted, has given
renewed vig:r to our in:*ticutions, and restored a sense of

re;-o.e and security to the public mind througliout the
coilederacy. That this repose is to suffer no shock
during my official term, if Iliave power to avert it, those
who placed me here may be assured.

Dec. 15.—Mr. A. C. Dodge of Iowa submitted
to the Senate a bill (No. 22) " To organize the
Territory of Nebraska," which was read twice,

and referred to the Committee on Territories.

Jan. 4.—Mr. Douglas, from said Committee,
reported said bill with amendments, which were
printed. He said in his Report:

The principal amendments which your committee
deem it their duty to commend to the favorable action of

the Senate, in a special report, are those in which the
principles established by the Compromise Measures of

1S50, so far as they are applicable to territorial organiii'
tions, are proposed to be affirmed, and carried into

practical operation within the hmits of the new Terri-

tory. . . .

With a view of conforming their action to what they
regard as the settled policy of the Government, sanc-
tioned by the approving voice of the American People,
your Committee have deemed it their duty to incorporate
and perpetuate, in their territorial bill, the' principles and
spirit of those measures. If any other consideration
were necessary to render the propriety of this course
imperative upon the Committee, they may be found in

the fact that the Nebraska country occupies the same
relative position to the Slavery question, as did New
Mexico and Utah, when those Territories were organiz-d.

It was a disputed point, whether Slavery was pro^
hibited by law in the country acquired from Mexico.
On the one hand, it was contended, as a legal proposi-

tion, that Slavery having been prohibited by the enact-

ments of Mexico, according to the laws of nations, we
received the country with all its local laws and domt'.'tic

instiiuti'ms attached to the soil, so far a.s they did ix>t

conflict with the Constitution of the United States; and
that a law either prvtecting or prohibiting Slavery, was
n.)t r /pugnant to that instrument, as was evidenced by
the fact that one-half of tlw Slates of the Union tol'-rated.
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while tlie other half prohibited, Mie iiK^titulJon of Slavery.

On tlie otlier hand, it was insisted lliat, by virtue of tlie

Constitution of the United States, every citizen liad a

rijrht to remove to any Territory of the Union, and carry

his property with him under tlie protection of law,

wljetht-r that property consisted of persons or things.

I'lie dilficulties arising from this diversity of opinion were

greaily aggravated by tlie fact that there were many
persons on both sides of the legal controversy, who were

unwilling to abide the decision of the courts on the legal

matters in dispute ; thus, among those wiio claimed that

the Mexican laws were still in force, and, consequently,

that Slavery was already prohibited in those Territories

by valid enactments, there were many who insisted upon
Congress making the matter certain, by enacting another

prohibition. In like manner, some of those who argued

that Mexican law had ceased to have any binding force,

and that the Constitution tolerated and protected Slave

property in those Territories, were unwilling to trust the

decision of the courts upon the point, and insisted that

Congress should, by direct enactment, remove all legal

obstacles to the introduction of Slaves into those Territo-

ries. . . .

Your Committee deem it fortunate for the peace of

the country, and the security of the Union, that the con-

troversy then resulted in the adoption of the Compro-
mise Measures, which the two great political parties,

with singular unanimity, have affirmed as a cardinal

article of their faith, and proclaimed to the world as a
final settlement of the controversy and an end of the

agitation. A due respect, therefore, for the avowed
0|)lnions of Senators, as well as a proper sense of pa-
triotic duty, enjoins upon your Committea the propriety

and necessity of a strict adherence to the principles, and
even a literal adoption of the enactments of that adjust-

ment, in all their territorial bills, so far as the same are

not locally inapplicable. These enactments embrace,
among otlier things, less material to the matters under
consideration, the following provisions:

When admitted as a State, the said Territory, or any
portion of the same, shall be received into the Union,
with or without Slavery, as their constitution may pre-

scribe at the time of their admission
;

That the legislative power and authority of said Terri-

tory shall be vested in the Governor and a Legislative

Assembly.
That the Legislative power of said Territory shall

extend to all rightful subjects of legislation, consistent

with the Constitution of the United States, ami the pro-
visions of this act ; but no law shall be passed interfering

with the primary disposal of the soil ; no tax shall be
Imposed upon the property of the United States ; nor
shall the lands or other property of non-residents be
taxed higher than the lands or other property of resi-

dents.

Jan. 24.—The bill thus reported was con-

sidered in Committee of the Whole and post-

poned to Monday next, when it was made the

order of the day.

The bill was further considered Jan. 31st,

Feb. 3d, Feb. 5th, and Feb. 6th, when an amend-
ment reported by Mr. Douglas, declarii^g the

Missouri Restriction on Slavery " inoperative

and void," being under consideration, Mr. Chase,

of Oliio, moved to strike out the assertion that

said Restriction

" was superseded by the principles of the legislation of
1S5U, conuuonly called the Compromise Measures."

This motion was defeated by Yeas, 13 ; Nays,

30.

Feb. 15.—The bill having been discussed daily

until now, Mr. Douglas moved to strike out of

his amendment the words above quoted (which

^,he Senate had refused to strike out on Mr.

Chase's motion,) and insert instead the fol-

lowing :

Which being inconsistent with the principle of Non-in-
tervention by Congress with Slavery m the States and
Territories, as recognized by the legislation of 1850, (com-
monly called the Compromise Measures,) is hereby declared

inoperative and void ; it being the true intent and mean-
ing of this act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or

State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people
thereof perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic

Institutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitu-

tion of the United States

—

6

which prevailed— Yeas, 25
;
Nays, 10--a8 fol-

lows:

Yeas—For Douglas's new amendment:
Messrs. Adams, Gwin,

Atchison, Hunter,
Bayard, Johnson,
Bell, Jones, of Iowa,
Benjamin, Jones, of Tenn.,
Brodhead, Mason,
Brown, Morton,
Butler, Norris,

Cass,

Clayton,
Dawson,
Dixon,
Dodge, of Iowa,
Douglas,
Evans,
Fltzpatrick,

Geyer,
Williams-85.

Pearce,
Pettit,

Pratt,

Sebastian,
Slidell,

Stuart,

Thompson, of Ky.,
Tooml>s,
Weller,

Nays—Against said amendment

;

Foot,
Houston,
Seward,
Sumner,
Wade—10.

Messrs. Allen,

Chase,
Dodge, of Wise,
Everett,

Fish,

[Note.—Prior to this move of Mr. Douglas, Mr. Dixon,

(Whig) of Kentucky, had moved to insert a clause directly

and plainly repealing the Missouri Restriction. Mr. Dixon

thought if that was the object, (and he was in favor of it,) it

should be approached in a direct and manly way. He was

assailed for this in TTie Union newspaper next morning ; but

his suggestion was substantially adopted by Douglas, after

a brief hesitation. Mr. Dixon's proposition, having been

made In Committee, does not appear in the journal of the

Senate, or it would here be given in terms.]

The bill was further discussed daily until

March 2nd, when the vote was taken on Mr.

Chase's amendment, to add to Sec. 14 the fol-

lowing words

:

Under which the people of the Territory, through
their appropriate representatives, may, if they see

fit, prohibit the existence of Slavery therein—

which was rejected

:

Yeas, 10 ; Nays, 36, as

follows

:

Yeas—For Mr. Chase's amendment

:

Messrs. Chase, Hamlin,
Dodge, of Wise, Seward,
Fessenden, Smith,

Fish, Sumner,
Foot, Wade—10.

Nays—Against Chase's ainendment

:

Messrs. Adams, Hunter,
Atchison,. Johnson,
Badger, Jones, of Iowa,
Bell, Jones, of Tenn.,

Benjamin, Mason,
Brodhead, Morton,
Brown, N orris,

Butler, Pettit,

Clay, (C. C), Pratt,

Clayton, Rusk,
Dawson, Sebastian,

DLxon, Shields,

Dodge, of Iowa, Slidell,

Douglas, Stuart,

Evans, Toucey,
Fltzpatrick, Walker,
Gwin, Weller,

Houston, Williams—36.

Mr. Badger, of N. C, moved to add to the

aforesaid section

:

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall b

construed to revive or put in force any law or regu-

lation which may ho/ve existed prior to the act of 6th,

of March, 1820, either protecting, establishing, pro-
hibiting, or abolishing Slavery.

Carried : Yeas, 35 ; Nays, 6.

Mr. Clayton now moved to strike out so much
of said Douglas amendment as permits emigrants
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from Europe, who shall have decLired their iii-

teiitiou to become citizens, to vote. Carried :

Teas, 28 ; Nays, 21—as follows:

Yea.'i—For Clayton's amendment :

Messrs. Adams, Dixon,
Atchison, Evans,
Badger, Fitzpatrick,
Bell, Houston,
Benjamin, Hunter,
Brodhead, Johnson,
Brown, Jones, of Tenn.,
Butler, Mason,
Clay, Morton,
Clayton, Pratt,

Dawson, Sebastian,
Slidell—23.

Kays—Against Clayton's amendment

:

Messrs. Chase, Norris,
Dodge, of Wise, Pettit,

Dodge, of Iowa, Seward,
Douglas, Shields,

Fessenden, Smith,
Fish, Stuart,

Foot, Sumner,
Gwin, Toucey,
Hamlin, Wade,
Jones, of Iowa, Walker,

Williams—21.

Mr. Chase moved to amend, by providing for

the appoiiiuiient of three Commissioners resid-

ing in the Territory to organize the Territory,

divide it into election districts, notify an election

on the first Monday in September then ensuing,

etc , at which election the people should choose
their own Governor, as well as a Territorial Legis-

lature—the Governor to serve for two years, and
the Legislature to meet not later than May, 1855.

This extension of the principle of " Squatter
Sovereignty" was defeated—Yeas, 10; Nays, 30.

Mr. Douglas's amendment was then agreed to,

and the bill reported from the Committee of the

Whole to the Senate.

The question on the engrossment of the bill was
now reached, and it was carried: Yeas, 29;
Nays, 12.

March 3.—The rule assigning Fridays for the
consideration of private bills having been sus-

pended, on motion of Mr. Badger, the Senate
proceeded to put the Nebraska-Kansas bill on
its fifflal passage, when a long and earnest de-

bate ensued. At a late hour of the night Mr.
Seward, of New York, addressed the Senate, in

opposition to the bill, as follows :

_
Mr. Pbestoent : I rise with no purpose of further re-

sisting or even delaying the passage of this bill. Let its

advocates have only a little patience, and they will soon
reach the object for which they have struggled so earnesth'
and so long. The sun has set for the last time upon the
guaranteed and certain liberties of all the unsettled and
unorganized portions of the American continent that lie

within the jurisdiction of the United States. To-morrow's
Bun will rise in dim eclipse over them. How long that ob-
scuration shall last, is known only to the Power that di-

rects and controls all human events. For myself, I know
only this—that now no human power will prevent its com-
ing on, and that its passing off will be hastened and se-
cured by others than those now here, and perhaps by only
those belonging to future generations.

Sir, it would be almost factious to offer further resist-
ance to this measure here. Indeed, successful resistance
was never expected to be made in this Hall. The Senate-
floor is an old battle-ground, on which have been fought
many contests, and always, at least since 1S20, with fortune
»dverse to the cause of equal and universal freedom. We
were only a few here wlio engaged in that cause in the
beginning of this contest. All that we could hope to do—all that we did liope to do—was to organize and pre-
pare the issue for the House of Representatives, to which
the country would look for its decision as authoritative,
and to awaken the country that it might bo ready for the
appeal which would be madn, whatever the decision of
CoDgr«ss migiit be. We are no stronger now. Only four-

teen at the first, it will be fortunate if, amonp the ills and
accidents which surround us, we shall maintain that num-
ber to the end.
We are on the eve of the consummation of a great na-

tional transaction—a transaction which will close a cycle
in the hbtory of our country—and it is impossible not to

desire to pause a moment and survey the scene around
us, and the prospect before us. However obscure we may
individually be, our connection with this great transaction

will perpetuate our names for the praise or for the cen-
sure of future ages, and perhaps in regions far remote.
If, then, we had no other motive for our actions than but
that of the honest desire for a just fame, we could not be
indifferent to that scene and that prospect. But individual

interests and ambition sink into insignificance in view of

the interests of our country and of mankind. These inter-

ests awaken, at least in me, an intense solicitude.

It was said by some m the beginning, and it has been
said by others later m this, debate, that it was doubtful
whether it would be the cause of Slavery or the cause of

Freedom that would gain advantages from the passage of
this bill. I do not find it necessary to be censorious, nor
even unjust to others, in order that my own course may
be approved. I am sure that the honorable Senator from
Illinois [Mr. Douglas] did not mean that the Slave States

should gain an advantage over the Free States ; for he
disclaimed it when he introduced the bill. I believe in all

candor, that the honorable Senator from Georgia, [Mr.
Toombs,] who comes out at the close of the battle as one
of the cluefest leaders of the victorious party, is sincere in

declaring his own opinion that the Slave States will gain
no unjust advantage over the Free States, because he dis-

claims it as a triumph in their behalf. Notwithstanding
all this, however, what has occurred here and in the
country, during this contest, has compelled a conviction
that Slavery wUl gain something, and Freedom will endure
a severe, though I hope not an irretrievable, loss. The
slaveholding States are passive, quiet, and content,
and satisfied with the prospective boon ; and the Free
States are excited and alarmed with fearful forebodings
and apprehensions. The iir.patience for the speedy pas-
sage of the bill, manifested by its friends, betrays a
knowledge that tliis is the condition of public sentiment in

the Free States. They thought in the beginnmg that it

was necessary to guard the measure by inserting the
Clayton amendment, which would exclude unnaturalized
foreign inhabitants of the Territories from the right of
suffrage. And now they seem willing, with almost perfect
unanimity, to relinquish that safeguard, rather than to

delay the adoption of the principal measure for at most a
year, perhaps for only a week or a day. Suppose that
the Senate should adhere to that condition, wliich so lately

was thought so wise and so important—what then? The
bill could only go back to the House of Representatives,
which must either yield or msist ! In the one case or in
the other, a decision in favor of the bill would be secured

;

for even if the House should disagree, the Senate would
have time to recede. But the majority will hazai'd no-
thing, even on a prospect so certain as this. They will

recede at once, without a moment's further struggle, from
the condition, and thus secure the passage of this bill now,
to-night. Why such haste ? Even if the question were to

go to the country before a final decision here, what would
there be wrong in that ? There is no man living who will

say that the country anticipated, or that he anticipated,
the agitation of this measure in Congress, when this Con-
gress was elected, or even when it assembled in Decem-
ber last.

Under such circumstances, and in the midst of agita-
tion, and excitement, and debates, it is only fair to say,
that certainly the country has not decided in favor of the
bill. The refusal, then, to let the question go to the coun-
try, is a conclusive proof that the Slave States, as repre-
sented here, expect from the passage of this bill what the
Free States insist that they will lose by it—an advantage,
a material advantage, and not a mere abstraction. There
are men in the Slave States, as in the Free States, who in-

sist always too pertinaciously upon mere ab.stractions. But
that is not the policy of the Slave States to-day. They
are in earnest in seeking for, and securing, an object, and
an important one. I believe they are going to have it. I
do not know how long the advantage gained will last, nor
how great or comprehensive it will be. Every Senator
who agrees with me in opinion must feel as I do—that un-
der such circumstances he can forego notliing that can be
done decently, with due respect to dKr.-rence of opinion,
and consistently with the constitutional an 1 settled rul'js

of legislation, to place the true merits of the q'.ivstion be-
fore the country. Questions sometimes occur w.'iich seem
to have two right sides. Such were the questions that di-

vided the English nation between Pitt and Fox—such the
contest between the assailant and the def-.'nder of liuebec.
The judgment of the world was suspended by its sympa-
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thie«, and seemed ready to descend in favor of him who
Bhould be most gallant in conduct. And so, when both

fell with equal chivalry on the same field, the survivors

United in raising a common monument to the glorious but

rival memories of Wolfe and Montcalm. But this contest

involves a moral question. The Slave States so present it.

Tliey maintain that African Slavery is not erroneous, not

unjust, not inconsistent with the advancing cause of hu-

man nature. Since they so regard it, I do not expect to

see statesmen representing those States indifferent about

a vindication of this system by the Congress of the United
States. On the other hand, we of the Free States regard
Slavery as erroneous, unjust, oppressive, and therefore

absolutely inconsistent with the principles of the American
Constitution and Government. Who will expect us to be
indifferent to the decisions of the American people and
of mankind on such an issue ? . . . .

Sir, I am surprised at the pertinacity with which the

honorable Senator from Delaware, mine ancient and hon-

orable friend, [Mr. Clayton,] perseveres in opposing the

granting of the right of suffrage to the unnaturalized for-

eigner in the Territories. Congress cannot deny him that

right. Here is the third article of that convention by
which Louisiana, including Kansas and Nebraska, was
ceded to the United States :

" The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incor-

porated in the Union of the United States, and admitted
as soon as possible, according to the principles of the Fede-
ral Constitution, to the enjoyment of the rights, privileges,

and immunities of the citizens of the United States ; and
in the meantime they shall be maintained and protected
in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and the

religion they profess."

The inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska are citizens

already, and by force of this treaty must continue to be,

and as such to enjoy the right of suffrage, whatever laws
you make to the contrary. My opinions are well known,
to wit : That Slavery is not only an evil, but a local one,

injurious and ultimately pernicious to society, wherever it

exists, and in conflict with the constitutional principles of

society in this country. I am not willing to extend nor to

permit the extension of that local evil into regions now
free within our empire. I know that there are some who
differ from me, and who regard the Constitution of the

United States as an instrument which sanctions Slavery as

well as Freedom. But if I could admit a proposition so in-

congruous with the letter and spirit of the Federal Consti-

tution, and the known sentiments of its illustrious found-
ei'S, and so should conclude that Slavery was national, I

must still cherish the opinion that it is an evil ; and
because it is a national one, I am the more firmly held and
bound to prevent an increase of it, tending, as I think it

manifestly does, to the weakening and ultimate over-

throw of the Constitution itself, and therefore to the

injury of all mankind. I know there have been States

which have endured long, aud achieved much, which
tolerated Slavery ; but that was not the slavery of caste,

like African Slavery. Such Slavery tends to ciemoralize

equally the subjected race and the superior one. It has
been the absence of such Slavery from Europe that has
given her nations their superiority over other countries

in that hemisphere. Slavery, wherever it exists, begets
fear, and fear is the parent of weakness. What is the

secret of that eternal, sleepless anxiety in the legislative

halls, and even at the firesides of the Slave States, al-

ways asking new stipulations, new compromises and
abrogation of compromises, new assumptions of power
and abnegations of power, but fear ? It is the apprehen-
sion, that, even if safe now, they will not always or long
be secure against some invasion or some aggression from
the Free States. What is the secret of the humiliating
part which proud old Spain is_ acting at this day, trem-
bling between alarms of American intrusion into Cuba
on one side, and British dictation on the other, but the

fact that she has cherished Slavery so long and still

cherishes it, in the last of her American colonial posses-

sions? Thus far Kansas and Nebraska are safe, under
the laws of 1820, against the introduction of this element
of national debility and decline. The bill before us, as

we are assured, contains a great principle, a glorious

principle ; and yet that principle, when fully ascertained,

proves to be nothing less than the subversion of that

security, not only within the Territories of Kansas and
Nebraska, but within all the other present and future

Territories of the United States. Thus it is quite clear

that it is not a principle alone that is involved, but that

.hose who crowd this measure with so much zeal and ear-

nestness must expect that either Freedom or Slavery

shall gain something by it in those regions. The case,

then, stands thus in Kansas and Nebraska : Freedom
may lose, but certainly can gain nothing ; while Slavery
may gaiu, but as certainly can lose nothing.

So far as I am concerned, the time for looking on the

dark side has passed. I feel quite sure that Slavery at
most can get nothing more than Kansas ; while .Nebras-
ka—the wider northern region—will, under existing
circumstances, escape, for the reason that its soil and
climate are uncongenial with the staples of slave culture
—rice, sugar, cotton, and tobacco. Moreover, since the
public attention has been so well and so effectually
directed toward the subject, I cherish a hope tl:at

Slavery may be prevented even from gaining a fnothold
in Kansas. Congress only gives consent, but it does not
and cannot introduce Slavery there. Slavery will be
embarrassed by its own overgrasjjing spir.t. No one, I

am sure, anticipates the possible reestabli^hment of tlie

African Slave-trade. The tide of emigration to Kansas
is therefore to be supplied there solely by the domcst.c
fountain of slave production. But Slavery has also other
regions besides Kansas to be filled fiom tliat fountain.
There are all of New Mexico and all of Utah already
within the United States ; and then there is Cuba, that
consumes slave labor and life as fast as any one of the
slaveholding States can supply it ; and besides the.'e

regions, there remains all of Mexico down to the
Isthmus. The stream of slave labor flowing from so
small a fountain, and broken into several divergent
channels will not cover so great a field ; and it is rea-
sonably to be hoped that the part of it nearest to the
North Pole will be the last to be inundated. But African
slave emigration is to compete with free emigration of

white men, and the source of this latter tide is as ample
as the civilization of the two entire continents. Ihe
honorable Senator from Delaware mentioned, as if it

were a startling fact, that twenty thousand European
immigrants arrived in New-York in one month. Sir, he
has stated the fact with too much moderation. On my
return to the capital a day or two ago, I met twelve
thousand of these emigrants who had arrived in New-
York on one morning, aud who had thronged the
churches on the following Sabbath, to return tlianks for

deliverance from the perils of the sea, and for their arrival

in the land, not of Slavery but of Liberty. 1 also thank
God for their escape, and for their coming. They arc
now on their way westward, and the news of the passage
of this bill, preceding them, will speed many of tliem

toward Kansas and Nebraska. Such arrivals are not
extraordinary—they occur almost every week ; and the
immigration from Germany, from Great Britain, and
from Norway, and from Sweden, during the European
war, will rise to six or seven hundred thousand souls in

a year. And with this tide is to be mingled one rapidly

swelling from Asia and from the islands of the South
Seas. All the immigrants under this bill, as the House
of Representatives overruling you have ordered, will be
good, loyal. Liberty-loving, Slavery-fearing citizens.

Come on, then, gentlemen of the Slave States. Since

there is no escaping your challenge, I accept it in behalf
of the cause of Freedom. We will engage in competition
for the virgin soil of Kansas, and God give the victory

to the side which is stronger in numbers as it is in right.

There are, however, earnest advocates of this bill, w ho
do not expect, and who, I suppose, do not desi. e, that

Slavery shall gain possession of Nebraska. What do
they expect to gain ? The honorable Senator fi om
Indiana (Mr. Pettit) says that by thus obliterating the
Missouri Compromise restriction, they will gain a tahiila

rasa', on which the inhabitants of Kansas and Nebraska
may write whatever they will. This is the great princi-

ple of the bill, as he understands it. Well, what gain is

there in that? You obliterate a Constitution of Free-

dom. If they write a new constitution of freedom, can
the new be better than the old? If they write a Constitu-

tion of Slavery, will it not be a worse one? I ask the

honorable Senator that. But the honorable Senator says

that the people of Nebraska will have the privilege of

establishing institutions for themselves. They have now
the privilege of establishing free institutions. Is it a pri-

vilege, then, to establish Slavery ? If so, what a mockery
are all our Constitutions, which prevent the inhabitants

from capriciously subverting free institutions and estab-

lishing institutions of Slavery ! Sir, it is a sophism, a sub-

tlety, to talk of conferring upon a country, already secure

in the blessings of Freedom, the power of self-destruction.

What mankind everywhere want, is not the removal
of the Constitutions of Freedom which they have, that

they may make at their pleasure Constitutions of J-lavery

or of Freedom, but the privilege of retaining Constitu-

tions of Freedom when they already have them, aud the

removal of Constitutions of Slavery when they have
them, that they may establish Constitutions of Freedom
in their place. We hold on tenaciously to all existing

Constitutions of Freedom. Who denounces any man for

diligently adhering to such Constitutions? Who would
dare to denounce any one for disloyalty to our existing

Constitutions, if they were Constitutions of Despotism and
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ilavery ? But it is supposed by some that this principle

> less imponantin reijard to Kansas and Nebraska than

IS a general one—a general principle applicable to all

sther present and falure Territories of the United States.

Do honorable tSenators then indeed suppose they are

establishing a principle at all ? If so, I think they

egregiously err, whether the principle is either good or

bad, right or wrong. They are not establishing it, and
cannot establisli it in this way. You subvert one law
capriciously, by making another law in its place. That
is all. Will your law have any more weight, authority,

solemnity, or binding force on future Congresses, than
the first had? You abrogate the law of your predeces-

sors—othe. s will have equal power and equal liberty to

abrogate yours. You allow no barriers around the old

law, to protect it from abrogation. You erect none
around your new law, to stay the hand of future innova-
tors

Sir, in saying that your new principle will not be
established by this bill, I reason from obvious, clear, well

settled principles of human nature. Slavery and Freedom
are antagouistical elements in this country. The
founders of the Constitution framed it with a knowledge
of that antagonism, and suffered it to continue, that it

might work out its own ends. There is a commercial
antagonism, an irreconcilable one, between the systems
of free labor and slave labor. They have been at war
with each other ever since the Government was estab-

lished, and that war is to continue forever. The contest,

when it ripens between these two antagonistic elements,

is to be settled somewhere ; it is to be settled in the seat

of central power, in the Federal Legislature. The Con-
stitution makes it the duty of the central Government to

determine questions, as often as they shall arise, in favor
of one or the other party, and refers the decision of

tdem to the majority of the votes in the two Houses of
Congress. It will come back here, then, in spite of all

the efforts to escape from it.

This antagonism must end either in a separation of the
antagonistic parties—the Slaveholding States and the
Free States—or, secondly, in the complete establishment
of the influence of the Slave power over the Free—or
else, on the otiier hand, iu the establishment of the
superior influence of Freed%m over the interests of
Slavery. It will not be terminated by a voluntary seces-
sion of eitiier party. Commercial interests bind the
Slave States and the Free States together in links of gold
that are riveted with iron, and they cannot be broken by
passion or by ambition. Either party will submit to the
ascendency of the other, rather than yield the commer-
cial advantages of this Union. Political ties bind the
Union togetiier—a common necessity, and not merely
a common necessity, but the common interests of
empire—of such empire as the world has never before
seeu. The control of the national power is the control
of the great Western Continent ; and the control of this

continent is to be, in a very few years, the controlling in-

fluence in the world. Who is there, North, that hates
Slavery so much, or who. South, that hates emancipa-
tion so intensely, that he can attempt, with any hope of
success, to break a Union thus forged and welded to-
gether ? I have always heard, with equal pity and dis-
gust, threats of disunion in the Free States, and similar
threats in the Slaveholding States. I know that men
may rave in the heat of passion, and under great politi-
cal excitement ; but I know that when it comes to a ques-
tion whether this Union shall stand, either with Freedom
or with Slavery, the masses will uphold it, and it will

: -tand until some inherent vice in its Constitution, not yet
Visclosed, sliall cause its dissoluticm. Now, entertaining
hese opinions, there are for me only two alternatives,
riz. : either to let Slavery gain unlimited sway, or so to
exert what little power and influence I may have, as to
secure, if I can, the ultimate predominance of Free-
dom

Sir, I have always said that I should not despond,
even if this fearful measure should be effected : nor do I
now despond. Although, reasoning from my present
convictions, I should not have voted for the compromise
of 1820, I have labored, in the very spirit of those who
established it, to save the landmark of Freedom which it

assigned. I have not spoken irreverently even of the
compromise of 1S50, which, as all men know, I opposed
earnestly and with diligence. Nevertheless, I have al-
ways preferred the compromises of the Constitution, and
have wanted no others. I feared all others. Tliis was a
leading principle of the great statesman of the South,
(Mr. Calhounj. Said he :

"I see my way in the Constilutlon ; I cannot in a com-
promise. A compromise is but an act of Congress. Itmaybe
overruled at any lime. It gives us no security. 13 ut the (Jousd-
lULioii IS stable, ii Ls a rock ou which WB can stand, and on
which we cau laeel our friends from the uoa-slaveholdiug

Stales. It is a firm and stable ground, on which we can bet-
ter stand in opposition lo fanaticism than ou the shifiing sands
of compromise. Let us be done wiih compromises. Let U3
go back and stand upon the CousUtulion."

I Stood upon this ground in 1850, defending Freedom
upon it as Mr. Calhoun did in defending Slavery. I was
overruled then, and I have waited since without propos-
ing to abrogate any compromises.

It has been no proposition of mine to abrogate them
now ; but the proposition has come from another quar-
ter—from an adverse one. It is about to prevail. The
shifting sands of compromise are passing from under my
feet, and they are now, without agency of my own, tak-

ing hold again on the rock of the Constitution. It shall

be no fault of mine if they do not remain firm. This

seems to me auspicious of better days and wiser legisla-

tion. Through all the darkness and gloom of the pre-

sent hour, bright stars are breaking, that inspire me with
hope, and excite me to perseverance. They show that

the day ot compromises has past forever, and that hence-
forward all great questions between Freedom and
Slavery legitimately coming here—and none other can
come—shall be decided, as they ought to be, upon their

merits, by a fair exercise of legislative power, and not by
bargains of equivocal prudence, if not of doubtful
morality.

Mr. Douglas closed the debate, reiterating

aud enforcing the views set forth in his Report
already referred to ; and at last the vote was
taken, and the bill passed : Yeas, 37 ; Nays,

14 ; as follows :

yeas—For the Kansas-Nebraska bill

:

Messrs. Adams,
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views of a minority of said Committee on Ter-

ritories, proposing, without argument, the two
following amendments:

1. Amend the section defining the boundary
of Kansas, so as to malce " the summit of the

Roclvy Mountains " the western boundary of

said Territory.

2. Strike out of the 14th and 34th sections of

said bill all after the words " United States,"

and insert in each instance (the one relating to

Kansas, and the other to Nebraska) as fol-

lows :

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so con-
strued as to prevent the people of said Territory, through
the properly constituted legislative authority, from pass-
ing such laws, in relation to the institution of Slavery, as

they may deem best adapted to their locality, and most
conducive to their happiness and welfare ; and so much
of any existing act of Congress as may conflict with the
above right of the people to regulate their domestic
institutions in their own way, be, and the same is here-
by, repealed.

This appears to have been an attempt to give

practical effect to the doctrine of Squatter

Sovereignty ; but it was not successful.

May S/h.—On motion of Mr. Richardson, the

House—Yeas, 109 ; Nays, 88—resolved itself

into a Committee of the Whole, and took up
the bill (House No. 236) to organize the Terri-

tories of Nebraska and Kansas, and discussed it

—Mr. Olds, of Ohio, in the chair.

On coming out of Committee, Mr. George "W.

Jones, of Tenn., moved that the rules be sus-

pended so as to enable him to move the print-

ing of Senate bill (No. 22, passed the Senate as

aforesaid) and the amendment now pending to

the House bill. No quorum voted—adjourned.

May 9th.—This motion prevailed. After de-

bate in Committee on the Kansas-Nebraska bill,

the Committee found itself without a quorum,
and thereupon rose and reported the fact to the

House—only 106 Members were found to be
present. After several fruitless attempts to ad-

journ, a call was ordered and a quorum ob-

tained, at 9 P.M. At 10, an adjournment pre-

vailed.

Ifay 10th.—Debate in Committee continued.

May Wth.—Mr. Richardson moved that all

debate in Committee close to-morrow at noon.
Mr. English moved a call of the House : Re-

fused ; Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 97.

Mr. Mace moved that Mr. Richardson's mo-
tion be laid on the table : Defeated. Yeas, 95

;

Nays 100.

Mr. Edgerton, of Ohio, moved a call of the

House. Refused : Yeas, 45 ; Nays, 80.

The day was spent in what has come to be
called " Filibustering "—that is, the minority
moving adjournments, calls of the House, ask-

ing to be excused from voting, taking appeals,

etc., etc. In the midst of this, Mr. Richardson
withdrew his original motion, and moved in-

stead that the debate in Committee be closed

in five minutes after the House shall have re-

sumed it.

The hour of noon of the 12th having arrived,

Messrs. Dean and Banks raised points of order

as to the termination of the legislative day.

The Speaker decided that the legislative day
could only be terminated by the adjournment
of the House, except by constitutional conclu-

sion of the session. Mr. Banks appealed, but
at 'ungth withdrew his appeal.

Finally, at \\\ o'clock, p.m., of Friday, 12th,
after a continuous sitting of thirty-six hours,

the House, on motion of Mr. Richardson, ad-

journed.

May IZth.—The House sat but two hours,

and effected nothing.

May 15th.—Mr. Richardson withdrew his de-

mand for the Previous Question on closing the

debate, and moved instead that the debate
close at noon on Friday the 19th instant. This

he finally modified by substituting Saturday the

20th ; and in this shape his motion prevailed by
a two-thirds majority—Yeas, 137 ; Nays, 66

—

the following opponents of the bill voting for

the motion, namely

:

Mainb.—Thomas J. D. Fuller, Samuel Mayall—2.

New-Hampshire.—Geo. W. Kittredge, Geo. W. Mor-
rison—2.

Massachusetts.—Nathaniel P. Banks, jr.—1.

Connecticut.—Origen S. Seymour—1.

New-York.—Gilbert Dean, Charles Hughes—2.

Pennsylvania.—Michael C. Trout—1.

Ohio —Alfred P. Edgerton, Harvey H. Johnson, An-
drew Ellison, William D. Lindsley, Thomas Richey—5.

Indiana.—Andrew J. Harlan, Daniel Mace—2.

Illinois.—John Wentworth—1.

Michigan —David A. Noble, Hestor L. Stevens—2.

Wisconsin.—John B. Macy—

1

Virginia.—John S. Millson—1.

Total—21.

Mr. Richardson, having thus got in his reso-

lution to close the debate, put on the previous

question again, and the House—Yeas, 113;
Nays, 59—agreed to close the debate on the

20th.

Debate having been closed, the opponents of

the measure expected to defeat or cripple it by
moving and taking a vote in Committee on
various propositions of amendment, kindred to

those moved and rejected in the Senate ; some
of which it was believed a majority of the

House would not choose (or dare) to vote

down ; and, though the names of those voting

on one side or the other in Committee of the

Whole are not recorded, yet any proposition

moved and rejected there, may be renewed in.

the House after taking the bill out of commit-
tee, and is no longer cut off by the Previous

Question, as it formerly was. But, when the

hour for closing debate in Committee had
arrived, Mr. Alex. H. Stephens moved that the

enacting clause of the bill be stricken out ; which
was carried by a rally of the friends of the

bill, and of course cut off all amendments. The
bill was thus reported to the House with its

head off; when, after a long struggle, the

House refused to agree to the report of the Com-
mittee of the Whole—Yeas, (for agreeing) 97

;

Nays, 117—bringing the House to a direct vote

on the engrossment of the bill.

Mr. Richardson now moved an amendment,
wliich was a substitute for the whole bill, being

substantially the Senate's bill, with the clause

admitting aliens, who have declared their in-

tention to become citizens, to the right of suf-

frage. He thereupon called the Previous Ques-

tion, which the House sustained—Yeas, 116;
Nays, 90—when the House adopted his amend-
ment—Yeas, 115 ; Nays, 95—and proceeded to

engross the bill—Yeas, 112; Nays, 99—when
he put on the Previous Question again, and
passed the bill finally—Yeas, 113 ; Nays, 100

—

as follows

:
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Teas—113.

FROM THE FREE STATES.

Maine.—Moses McDonald—1.

Nkw-Hampshire—Harry Hibbard—1.
Connecticut.—Colin M. IngersoU—1.

Vermont.—iV'bwe. Massachusetts.—JTbwe.
Rhode Island.—None.
New-York.—Thomas W. Gumming, Francis B. Cut-

ting, Peter Rowe, John J. Taylor, William M. Tweed,
Hiram Walbridge, William a Walker, Mike Walsh, Theo.

R. Westbrook—9,

Pennsylvania.—Samuel A. Bridges, John L. Dawson,
Thomas B. Florence, J. Clancy Jones, Wilham H. Kurtz,

John McNair, Asa Packer, John Robbins, jr.. Christian

M. Straub, William H. Witte, Hendrick B. Wright—11.
Nbw-Jerset—Samuel Lilly, George Vail—2.

Ohio.—David T. Disney, Frederick W. Green, Edson
B. Olds, Wilson Shannon—4.

Indiana.—John G. Davis, Cyrus L. Dunham, Noi-man

Eddy, William H. English, Thomas A. Hendricks, James
H. Lane, Smith Miller—7.
Illinois.—James C. Allen, Willis Allen, Wm. A. Rich-

ardson—3.
Michigan.-Samuel Clark, David Stuart—2.
Iowa.—Bernhart Henn—1.

Wisconsin.—None.
California.—Milton S. Latham, J. A. McDougall—2.

Total—44.

FROM THE SLAVE STATES.

Delaware.—George R. Riddle—1.
Maryland.—William T. Hamilton, Henry May, Jacob

Shower, Joshua Vansant—4.

Virginia.-Thomas H. Bayly, Thomas S. Bocock, John
S. Caskie, Henry A. Edmundson, Charles J. Faulkner,

William 0. Goode, Zedekiah Kidwell, John Letcher,

Paulus Powell, William Smith, John F. Snodgrass—11.

North Carolina.—William S. Ashe, Burton Craige,

Thomas L. Clingman, John Kerr, Thos. Ruffin, Henry
M. Shaw—6.

South Carolina.—William W. Boyce, President S.

Brooks, James L. Orr—3.

Georgia.—David J. Bailey, Elijah W. Chastain, Alfred
H. Colquitt, Junius Hillyer, David A. Beese, Alex. H.
Stephens— 6.

Alabama.—James Abercrombie, Williamson R. W.
Cobb, James F. Dowdell, Sampson W. Harris, George S.

Houston, Philip Phillips, William R. Smith—T.

Mississippi.—William S. Barry, William Barksdale,
Otho R. Singleton, Daniel B. Wright—4.
Louisiana.—William Dunbar, Roland Jones, John Per-

kins, jr.—

3

Kentucky.—John C. Breckinridge, James S. Ohris-

man, Leander M. Cox, Cl6m&7it S. Hill, John M. Elliot,

Benj. E. Grey, William Preston, Richard H. Stanton
—8.
Tennessee.—William M. Churchwell, George W. Jones,

Charles Heady, Samuel A. Smith, Frederick P. Stanton,
Felix Zolliooffer—6.

Missouri.—Alfred W. Lamb, James J. Lindley, John
O. Miller, Mordecai Oliver, John S. Phelps—5.

Arkasnas.—Alfred B. Greenwood, Edwin A. Warren—2.

Florida.—Augustus E. Maxwell—1.

Texas.—Peter H. Bell, Geo. W. Smyth—2. Total—69.

Total, Free and Slave States—113.

Nays—100.

free states.

\lki^F..—Sam,it.el P. Benson, E. Wilder Farley, Tho-
mas J. D. Fuller, Samuel Mayall, Israel Washburn, jr.—6.

New Hampshire.—George W. Kittredge, George W.
Morrison—2.

Massachusetts.—Nathaniel P. Banks, jr., Samuel L.
Orocker, Alex. De Witt, Edward Dickinson, J. Wiley
Edmvwndi, Thomas D. Eliot, John Z. Goodrich, Gharlos
W. ilpham, Samuel H. Walley, Tappan Wentworth—
10.

Rhode Island.—Thomas Davis, Benjamin B. Thurston
-2.

Connecticut.—Nathan Belcher, James T. Pratt, Origen
S. Seymour—3.

Wehmohi.—James Meacham, Alvah Sabin, Andrew
Tracy—S.

New Yokk.—Henry Beimett, Davis Carpenter, Gil-

bert Dean, Caleb Lyon, Reui)en E. Fenton, Thomas T.

flagler, George Hastings, Solomon G- ffaven, Charles
Uugiies, Daniel T. Joues, Orsamus B. Matteaon, Edioin

B. Ilorgan, William Murray, Andrew Oliver, Jarea *.
Peck, Rufus W. Peckham, Bishop Perkins, Benjamin
Pringle, Pussell Sage, George A. Simmons, Gekrit
Smith, John Wheeler—22.

New-Jersey.—Alex. C. M. Pennington, Charles Sktl-

ton, Nathan T. Stratton—8.
Pennsylvania.—Joseph R. Cha^idler, Carlton B. Cur-

tis, John Dick, Augustus Drum, William Everhart,
James Gamble, Galusha A. Grow, Isaac E. Hiester,

Thomas M. Howe, John McOulloch, Ner MiddleswariA,
David JRitchie, Samuel L. Russell, JSiichael C. Trout

—

14.

Ohio.—Edward Ball, Lewis D. Campbell, Alfred P.

Edgerton, Andrew Ellison, Joshua R. Giddinqs, Aaron
Harlan, John Scott Harrison, II. H. Johnson, William
D. Lindsey, JI. H. Nichols, Thomas Richey, William B.
Sapp, Andrev; Stuart, John L. Taylor, Edward Wadb
—15.

Indiana.—Andrew J. Harlan, Daniel Mace, Samuel
W. Parker—S.

iLLiKois.—James Knox, Jesse 0. Norton, Elihw B.
Washburne, John Wentworth, Richard Yates—b.

Michigan.—David A. Noble, Hestor L. Stevens—2.

Wisconsin.—Benjamin C. Eastman, Daniel Wells, jr.

—

2.

Iowa.—None.
California.—None. Total—91.

southbrn states.

Virginia.—John S. MiDson—1.

North Carolina.—^icAard C. Paryear, Sion H.
rs—'i.

Tennessee.—Bobert M. Bugg, Willio/m Gullom,Em«r'
son Etheridge, Nathamiel G. Taylor—4.

Louisiana.— Theodore G. Hunt—\.
Missouri.—Thomas H. Benton—1.

Other Southern States.—None. Total—9.

Total, Free and Slave States—100.

Absent, or not voting—21.

N. England States.— William, AppUton, of Mass.—1.

New-Vokk.— Geo. W. Chase, James Maurice—2.

Pennsylvania.—None.
New-Jersey.—None.
Ohio.—George Bliss, 3Iose.i B. Corwin—2.

Illinois.-Wm. H. Bissell—1.

California.—None.
Indiana.—Ebeu M. Chamberlain—1.

Michigan.—A'owe.
Iowa.— t/oAra P. Cook—\.
Wisconsin.—John B. Macy—1.

Total from Free States—9.

Maryland.—e7b/wi B. Franklin, Augustus B. Sellers
—2.

Virginia.—Fayette McMuUen—1.

North Carolina.—None.
Delaware.—None.
South Carolina.—Wm. Aiken, Lawrence M. Keitt,

John McQueen—3.

Gkorgia.—Wm. B. W. Dent, James L. Seward—2.

Alabama.—A'bme.
Mississippi.—Wiley P. Harris—1.

Kentucky.—^Linn Boyd, (Speaker,) Presley Evying—2.

Missouri.—Samuel Carutherit—1.

Arkansas.—None. Florida.—None.
Texas.—None. Tennessee—None.
Louisiana.—None.

Total from Slave States— 12.

Whigs in Italics. Abolitionists in small capitalb.
Democrats in Roman.

May 23c?.—The bill being thus sent to the
Senate (not as a Senate but as a House bill),

was sent at once to the Committee of the Whole,
and there briefly considered.

May 24:th.—Mr. Pearce, of Maryland, moved
to strike out the clause in section 5, which ex-

tends the right of sufl'rage to

those who shall have declared on oath their inten»
tion to become such, [citiEons] and shall have taken at
oath to support the Constitution of the United States, and
the provisions of this act.

Negatived—Yeas : Bayard, Bell, Brodhead,
Brown, Clayton, Pearce, and Thompson of
Kentucky. Nays, 41.

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed



THE KANSAS-NEBRASKA STRUGGLE. 87

for a third reading—Yeas. 35 ; Nays, 13, as
follows :

Yeas—For Engrossing :

' -tssrs. Atchison, Mo.. Mason, Va.,

Badger, N. C, Morton, Fla.,

Benjwmin, La., N orris, N. H.,
Urodlieaii, Pa., Pearce, MU.,
Brown, Miss

,
Pettit, Ind.,

Butler, S. C, Pratt, Md.,
Cass, Mich., Rusk, Texas,
Clay, Ala., Sebastian, Ark,,
Dawson, Ga., Sliields, 111.,

Douglas, 111., Slidell, La.,
Fitzpatrick, Ala., Stuart, Mich.,
Gwin, Cal., Thompson, K7.,
Hunter, Va., Thomson, N. J.,

Johnson, Ark., Toombs, Ga.,
Jones, Iowa, Toucey, Ct.,

Jones, Tenn., Weller, Cal.,
Mallory, Fla., WiUiams, N. H.,

Wright, N. J.,—85.

Nays—Against Engrossing :

Messrs. Allen, R. I., Gillettr, Ct.,

£eU, Tenn., Hamlin, Me.,
Chase, Ohio, James, R. I.,

Clayton, Del., Seward, N. Y.,
Fish, N. Y., Sdmner, Mass.,
Foot, Vt., Wade, Ohio.

Walker, Wis.—13.
Democrats in Roman ; Whigs in ItaUoa ; Free Demo-

erats in Small Caps.

The bill was then passed without further
division, and, being approved by the President,

became a law. The clause in the 14th section,

which repealed the Missouri Compromise, with
the Ba.dgev jiroviso, is as follows:

That the Constitution and all the laws of the United
States which are not locally inapplicable, shall have the
same force and effect within the said territory of Ne-
braska, as elsewhere within the United States, except the
eighth section of the act preparatory to the admission of
Missouri into the Union, approved March sixth, eighteen
hundred and twenty, which being inconsistent with the
principles of non-intervention by Congress with Slavery
iu the States and Territories, as recognized by the legisla-
tion of eighteen hundred and fifty, commonly called the
Compromise Measures, is hereby declared inoperative
and void; it being the true intent and meaning of this

act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or State,
nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people there-
of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic in-
stitutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitu-
tion of the United States; Provided, That nothing here-
in contained shall be construed to revive or put in force
any law or regulation which may have existed prior to
the act of sixth of March, eighteen hundred and twenty,
either protecting, estabUshing, prohibiting or abolishing
iilavery.

Dec. 3, 1855.—The XXXIVth Congress con-
vened at the Capitol, in Washington.— Jesse D.
Bright, of Ind., holding over as President pro
tempore of the Senate, in place of Vice-Presi-
dent William R. King, of Alabama, deceased.

A quorum of either House was fouud to be
present.

But the House found itself unable to organize
by the choice of a Speaker, until after an un-

precedented struggle of nine weeks' duration.

Finally, on Saturday, Feb. 20, 1856, the plu-

rality-fule was adopted—Yeas, 113 ; Nays, 104
—and the House proceeded under it to its one
hu7idred and thirty-third ballot for speaker,

when Nathaniel P. Banks, jr. (anti-Nebraska)

of Massachusetts, was chosen, having 103
votes to loo, for William Aiken, of South Caro-
lina. Eleven votes scattered on other persons
did not count against a choice. It was there-

fore resolved—Yeas, 155; Nays, 40—that Mr.

Banks was duly elected Speaker.

But, during the pendency of this election, the

Piesideuj had transmitted to both Houses, first

(Dec. 3l8t) his Annual Message, and ne.\t (Jan.
24th) a special mes.sage with regard to the con-
ditioa of Kansas, in which he thus alludes to
those who think Slavery not the best institution

to make a prosperous and happy State, and to
those who opposed the repeal of the Missouri
restriction

:

This interference, in so far as concerns its primary
causes and its immediate commencement, was one of the
incidents of that pernicious agitation on the subject of
the condition of the colored persons held to service in
some of the States, which has so long disturbed the re-
pose of our country, and excited individuals, otherirfse
patriotic and law-abiding, to toil with misdirected zeal
in the attempt to propagate their social theories by the
perversion and abuse of tlie powers of Congress.
The persons and parties whom the tenor of the act

to organiie the Territories of Nebraska and Kansas
thwarted in the endeavor to impose, through the agency
of Congress, their particular views of social organiza-
tion on the people of the future new States, now per-
ceiving that the policy of leaving the inhabitants of each
State to judge for themselves in this respect was ineradi-
cably rooted in the convictions of tlie people of the
Union, then had recourse, in tlie pursuit of their general
object, to the extraordinary measure of propagandist
colonization of the Territory of Kansas, to prevent the
free and natural action of its inhabitants in its internal
organization and thus to anticipate or to force the deter-
mination of that question in this inchoate State.

The President makes the following refer-

ence to the action of the people of Kansas,
who, claiming the right " peaceably to assem-
ble and petition for a redress of grievances,"
did so assemble, and sent a petition to Con-
gress, to permit them to form a State Govern-
ment, with the Constitution submitted :

Following upon this movement was another and
mure important one of the same general character.
Persons confessedly not constituting the body politic, or
all the inhabitants, but merely a party of the inhabitants,
and without law, have undertaken to summon a conven-
tion for the purpose of transforming the Territory into a
State, and have framed a constitution, adopted it, and
under it elected a governor and other offiers, and a
representative to Congress.

March 12.—In Senate, Mr. Douglas, of Hli-

nois, from the Committee on Territories, made
a report on matters relating to Kansas affairs,

in which he says :

The act of Congress for the organization o the Ter-
ritories of Kansas and Nebraska, was designed to con-
form to the spirit and letter of llie Federal Constitution,
by preserving and maintaining the fundamental principle
of equality among all the States of the Union, notwiih-
standing the restriction contained in the 8th section of
the act of March 6, 1S20, (preparatory to the admission
of Missouri inio the Union,) which assumed to deny to
the people forever tiie right to settle the question of
Slavery for themselves, provided they sliould make their
homes and organize States north of thiriy-six degrees
and thirty minutes north latitude. Conforming to the
cardinal principles of State equality and self-govern-
ment, in obedience 10 the Constitution, the Kansas-
Nebraska act declared, iu the precise language of tiie

Compromise Measures of 1S50, that, " when admitted as
a State, the said Territory, or any portion of the same,
shall be received into the Union, with or without-Slavery,
as their constitutions may prescribe at the time of their
admission."

He then refers to the formation of the " Emi-
grant Aid Company,"* which had been organ-
ized on the principle of " State equality " by
the people of Massachusetts. This proceeding
he calls " a perversion of the plain provisions"

of tlie Kansas-Nebraska Act—that the only

* " The Emigrant Aid Company," with five millions dollars,

to which Mr. Douglas alludes, and from the existence of whieh

he makes a special plea for die Border Rullians, was
never organized: See Report of Special Committee of Coa-

gruss, (page 100.)
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kind of lawful emigration was " such ns has
filled up our new States and Territories, wlien
each individual has gone on his own account,
to improve his condition and that of his

family." The report then states that the peo-
ple of Missouri were greatly alarmed at the
rapid filling up of Kansas by people opposed to

Slavery—that this might endanger the exist-

ence of Slavery in Missouri—and that, as the
people of Missouri had a right to defend their

©wn institutions, they might properly resist the
formation of an Anti-Slavery State in their

neighborhood. The report continues :

For the successful prosecution of such a scheme, the Mis-
sourians who lived in the immediate vicinity possessed pe-
culiar advantages over tlieir rivals from the more remote
portions of the Union. Each family could send one of its

members across the line to mark out his claim, erect a
cabin, and put in a small crop, sufficient to give him as
valid a right to be deemed an actual settler and qualified
voter as those who were being imported by the Emigrant
Aid Societies. In an unoccupied Territory, where the lands
have not been surve.ved, and where there were no marks
or lines to indicate tlie boundaries of sections and quarter-
sections, and where no legal title could be had until after
the surveys should be made, disputes, quarrels, violence,
and bloodshed might have been expected as the natural
and inevitable consequences of such extraordinary systems
of emigration, which divided and arrayed the settlers into
two great hostile parties, each having an inducement to
claim more than was his right, in order to hold it for some
new-comer of his own party, and at the same time prevent
persons belonging to the opposite party from settling in the
neighborhood. As a result of this state of things, the
great mass of emigrants from the northwest and from
other States who went tliere on their own account, with no
other object, and influenced by no other motives than to
improve their condition and secure good homes for their
families, were compelled to array themselves under the
banner of one of these hostile parties, in order to uisure i)ro-
tection to themselves and their claims against the aggress-
ions and violence of the other.

Ou the 29th of November, 1854, the first elec-

tion in tlie Territory was held for a delegate to
Congress. This was a very short time after the
arrival of the Free State emigrants in suffi-

cient bodies to protect themselves. At this

election, according to the returns, J. W. Whit-
field had received 2,268 votes ; other persons,
5*75. Wliitfield, of course, received the Gover-
nor's certificate, but great dissatisfaction was
expressed by the Free State settlers, charging
that many of the votes received by Whitfield
were given by men Hving in Missouri; and it

afterward appeared that at the time of the first

election there were but 1,114 legal voters in the
Territory. Nevertheless, the report continues :

Certain it is, that there could not have been a system of
fraud and violence such as has been charged by the agents
and supporters of the emigrant aid societies, unless the
Governor and judges of election were parties to it ; and
your committee are not prepared to assume a fact so dis-
reputable to them, and so improbable upon the state of
fa-cts presented, without specific charges and direct proof.
In the absence of all proof and probable truth, the charge
that the Missourians liad inv;ided the Territory and con-
trolled the congressional election by fraud arid violence
was circulated throughout the Free States, and made the
basis of the most inflammatory appeals to all men opposed
to the principles of the Kansas-Nebraska act to emigrate
or send emigrants to Kansas, for the jmrpose of repelling
the invaders, and assisting their friends wlio were then in
the Territory in putting down the slave-power, and prohi-
biting Slavery in Kansas, with tlie view of making it a
Fi'ee State. Exaggerated accounts of tlie large number
of emigrants on their way under the auspices of the emi-
gjrant aid companies, with the view of controlling the elec-
tion for members of the Territorial Legislature, which was
to take place on tlie 80th of March, 1855, were published
and circulated. These accounts, being republished and be-
Heved in Missouri, where the excitement liad already been
inflamed to a fearful intensity, induced a corresponding

effort to send at least an equal number, to counteract tha
apprehended result of the new importation.

The report then gives a history of the Legi"'

ture elected March ;iOth, 1855, its reropv-i'

Pawnee City to the Shawnee Mission, its &

quent quarrel with Gov. Reeder, and contini,

A few days after, Governor Reeder dissolved his oflac.

relations with the legislature, on account of the removal
of the seat of government, and while that body was still

in session, a meeting was called by "many voters," to as-

semble at Lawrence, on the 14th or 15th of August, 1S55,
" to take into consideration the propriety of calling a Ter-
ritorial Convention, preliminary to the formation of a State

Government, and otlier subjects of public interest." At
that meeting, the following preamble and resolutions were
adopted with but one dissenting voice

:

" Whereas, the people of Kansas Territory have been since
the settlement, and now are, without any law-making power ;

therefore
" Be it re-mlved, That we, the people of Kansas Territory, in

mass meeting assembled, irrespective of parly distinctions, in-

tluenced by a common necessity, aud greatly desirous of pro-
moting the common good, do hereby call upon and request all

bona fide citizens of Kansas Territory, of whatever political

views and predilections, to consult together in tjieir respective
election districts, and in mass conTention or otherwise, elect
three delegates for each representative in the legislative as-
sembly, by proclamation of Governor Keeder of date 10th
March, 1?65 ; said delegates to assembly in convention at the
town of Topeka, on the 19th day of September, 185.'>, then and
thsre to consider and determine upon all subjects of public in-

terest, and particularly upon that having reference to the
speedy formation of a State Constitution, with an intention of
an immediate application to be admitted as a State into the
Union of the United States of America."

This meeting, so far as j-our Committee have been able
to ascertain, was the first step in that series of proceedings
which resulted in the adoption of a Constitution and State
Government, to be put in operation on the 4th of the pre-
sent month, in subversion of the Territorial Government
established under the authority of Congress. The right to

set up the State Government in defiance of the constitu-

ted authorities of the Territory, is based on the assumption
"that the people of Kansas Territory have been since its

settlement, and now are, without any law-making power ;"

in the face of the well-known fact, that the Territorial Le-
gislature was then in session, in pursuance of the pro-
clamation of Governor Reeder, and the organic law of the
Territory.

The report then proceeds to narrate the cir

cumstanccs attending the formation of a State

Government in Michigan, Arkansas, Florida and
California, and states that " in every instance

the proceeding has originated v.itli, and been
conducted in subordination to, the authority of

the local governments established or recognized

by the Government of the United States." It

then refers to the case of the effort to change
the organic law, made in Rhode Island some
years ago, from which it says the " insurgents"

(as the Free-State party in Kansas is called)
" can derive no aid or comfort."

The following concludes the Report ; the

words in Italics below perhaps explain in what
sense the people of a Territory are "perfectly free

to form their own institutions, in their own way :"

Without deeming it necessary to express any opinion on
this occasion, in reference to the merits of that contro-
versy, [referring to Rhode Island,] it is evident that the
principles upon which it was conducted are not involved
in the revolutionary struggle now going on in Kansas; for

the reason, that the sovereignty ofa Territory remains
in aheyanoe, suspended in the United States, in trust

for the people, until they shall be admitted into the
Uni&n as a State. In the ^neantime, they are entitled
to enjoy and exercise all the privileges and rights of
self-government, in subordination to the Oonstituiion
of the United States, and in obedience to their organio
idV) passed by Congress in pursuance of that iTistrtt-

tnent. These rights and privileges are all derived from
the Constitution, through the act of Congress, and must be
exercised and enjoyed in subjection to all the limitations

and restrictions which that Constitution Imposes. Hence,
it is clear that the people of the Territory have no inherent
sovereign right, under the Constitution of the United States,

to annul the laws and resist the authority of the Territorial

government which Congress has establislied in obedienct
to the Constitution.
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In tracing, step by step, the ori^n and history of these
Kansas difficulties, your Committee have been profoundly
impressed with the significant fact, that each one has re-
sulted from an attempt to violate or circumvent the prin-
ciples and provisions of the act of Congress for the organ-
ization of Kansas and Nebraska. The leading idea and
fundamental principle of the Kansas-Nebraska act, as ex-
pressed in the law itself, was to Leave the actual set-
tlers and hona-Jide inhabitants of each Territory

^l
perfectly free to form and regulate their domeiiUa

in«titutiims in their o^cn way, subject only to the Con-
stitution of the United States.'" While this is declared
to be the " true intent and meaning of the act," those
who were opposed to allowing the people of the Territory,
preparatoi-y to their admission into the Union as a State,
to decide the Slavery question for themselves, failing to
accomplish their purpose in the lialls of Congress, and un-
der the authority of the Constitution, immediately resorted,
in their respective States, to unusual and extraordinary
means to control the political destinies and shape the do-
mestic institutions of Kansas, m defiance of the wishes,
and regardless of the rights, of the people of that Terri-
tory, as guaranteed by their organic law. Combinations,
in one section of the Union, to stimulate an unnatural and
false system of emigration, with the view of controlling
the elections, and forcing the domestic institutions of the
Ten-itory to assimilate to those of the non-slaveholdiog
States, were followed, as might have been foreseen, by the
use of similar means in the slaveholding States, to pro-
duce directly the opposite result. To these causes, and to
these alone, in the opinion of your Committee, maybe
traced the origin and progress of all the controversies and
disturbances with which Kansas is now convulsed.

If these unfortunate troubles have resulted, as natural
consequences, from unauthorized and improper schemes
of foreign interference with the internal affairs and domes-
tic concerns of the Territory, it is apparent that the remedy
must be sought in a strict adherence to the principles and
rigid enforcement of the provisions of the organic law.
In this connection, your Committee feel sincere satisfaction
in commending the messages and proclamation of the Pre-
sident of the United States, in which we have the gratify-
ing assurance that the supremacy of the laws will be main-
tained; that rebellion will be crushed; that insurrec-
tion will be suppressed ; that aggressive intrusion for the
purpose of deciding elections, or any other purpose, will
be repelled

; that unauthorized intermeddling in the local
concerns of the Territory, both from adjoining and distant
States, will be prevented ; that the federal and local laws
will be vindicated against all attempts at organized resist-
ance ; and that the people of the Territory will be pro-
tected in the establishment of their own institutions, undis-
turbed by encroachments from without, and in the full en-
joyment of the rights of self-government assured to them
by the Cpnstitution and the organic law.
In view of these assurances, given under the conviction

that the existing laws confer all the authority necessary to
the performance of these important dutic?," :ind that the
whole availaljle force of the United States u ill be exerted
to_ the extent required for their performance, your Com-
mittee repose in entire confidence that peace, and security,
and law, w ill prevail in Kansas. If any further evidence
were necessary to prove that all the collisions and difficul-
ties in Kansas have been produced by the schemes of for-
eign interference which have been developed in this re-
port, in violation of the principles and in evasion of the
provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska act, it maybe found in
the fact that in Nebraska, to which the emigrant-aid socie-
ties did not extend their operations, and into which the
stream of emigration was permitted to flow in its usual
and natural channels, nothing has occurred to disturb the
peace and harmony of the Territory, while the principle of
self-government, m obedience to the Constitution, has had
fair play, and is quietly working out its legitimate results.

It now only remains for your Committee to respond to
the two specific recommendations of the President, in his
special message. They are as follows

:

" This, it soems to me, can be best accomplished bv provid-
ing that, when the inhabitants of Kansas may desire ii, and
sliall be of .sufUcient numbers to constitute a State, a conven-
tion of delegates, duly elected by the qualified voters, shall
assembl.>, to frame a Constitution, and thus prepare, Uirough
regular and lawful means, for its admission into the Union as
a Stall'. I respectfully recommend the enactment of a law to
Uiat effect.
" I recommend, also, that a special appropriation be made

to defray a;iy expense which may become reqtnsite in tlie
execution of liie laws, or the maintenauce of pubUc order in
the Territory of Kansas."

In compliance with the first recommendation, your Com-
mittee asic leave to report a bill authorizing the Legislature
of the Territory to provide by law for the election of dele-
gates by the people, and the assembling of a Convention
to form a Constitution and State Coveitiment preparatory

to their admission into the Union on an equal footing with
the original States, so soon as it shall appear, by a censuk
to be taken under the direction of the Governor, by the
authority of the Legislature, that the Territory contains
ninety-three thousand, four hundred and twenty inhabi-
tants—that being the number required by the present ratio

of representation for a member of Congress.
In compliance with tne other recommendation, your

Committee propose to olfer to the ai)propriation bill an
amendment appropriating such sum as shall be found ne-
cessary, by the estimates to be oljtained, for the purpose
indicated in the recommendation of the President.

All of which is respectfully submitted to the Senate by
your Committee.

Mr. Collamer, of Vermont, the Republican
member of same Committee, submitted a mi-
nority report, in whicli he says :

Thirteen of the present prosperous States of this Union
passed through the period of apprenticeship or pupilage
of territorial training, under the guardianship of Congress,
preparatory to assuming their proud rank of manhood
as sovereign and independent States. This period of

their pupilage was, in every case, a period of the good offi-

ces of parent and child, in the kind relationship sustained
between the National and the Territorial Go^•trnment,
and may be remembered with feehngs of gratitude and
pride. We have fallen on difl'erent times. A territory of

our government is now convulsed with violence and dis-

cord, and the whole family of our nation is in a state of

excitement and anxiety. The National Executive power
is put in motion, the army iu requisition, and Congress is

invoked for interference.

In this case, as in all others of difficulty, it becomes ne-

cessary to intiuire what is the true catise of existing trou-

ble, in order to apply effectual cure. It is but a temporary
palliative to deal with the external and more obvious mani-
festations and developments, while the real, procuring
cause Ues unattended to, and uncorrected, and unre-
moved.

It is said that organized opposition to law exists in Kan-
sas. That, if existing, may probably be suppressed by the

President, by the use of the army ; and so, too, may inva-

sions by armed bodies from Missouri, if the Executive be
sincere in its efforts ; but when this is done, while the causf

of ttouble remains, the results will continue with reneweJ
and increased developments of danger.

Let us, then, look fairly and undisguisedly at this sub-

ject, in its true ch.aracter and history. AVherein does this

Kansas Territory difl'er from all our other Territories which
have been so peacefully and successfully carried through,

and been developed into the manhood of indeiiendent

States? Can that difference account for existing trou-

bles ? Can that difference, as a cause of trouble, be re-

moved ?

The first and great point of diflerence between the Ter-

ritorial government of Kansas and that of the thirteen

Territorial governments before mentioned, consists in the

subject of Slavery—the undoubted cause of present
trouble.

The action of Congress in relation to all these ihirtfen
Territoi-ies was conducted on a uniform andpmdent
principle, to wit : To settle, by a clear provision, ih>i

law in relation to t!i6 subject of Sluveiy to be opera-
tive in the Ten-itory, while it remained such; not
leaving it in any one of those cases to be a subject of con-
troversy within the same, while in the plastic gristle of its

youth. This was done by Congress m the exercise of the

same power which molded the form of their organic laws,

and a])poiuted their executive and judiciary, and some-
times their legislative officers ; it was the power provided
in the Constitution, in these words: "Congress shall have
power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regu-
lations respecting the territory or other propert.v belong-

ing to the United States." Settling the subject of Slavery
while the country remained a Territorj', was no higher ex-

ercise of power iu Congress, than the regulation of the func-

tions of the territorial government, and actually appointing
its principal functionaries. This practice commenced with
this National Government, and was continued, with unin-

terrupted uniformity, for more than siccty years. This
practical contemporaneous construction of the constitu-

tional power of this government is too clear to leave
room for doubt, or opportunity for skepticism. The peace,
prosperity, and success which attended this course, and
the results which have ensued, in the formation and ad-
mission of the tliirteen States therefrom, are most conclu-

sive and satisfactory evidence, also, of the wisdom and
prudence with which Ihis ju'wer wdseieerciseil. Deluded
must be that people who, in the pursuit of plausible theo-

ries, become deaf to the lessons, and blind to the result^

of theii own experience.
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Let U3 next inquire by what rule of uniformity Congress

was governed, in tlie exercise of this power of determining

tlie condition of each Territory as to Slavery, while remain-

ing a Territory, as manifested in those thii-teen instances.

An exandnation of our history will sliow that this was not

done from time to time by agitation and local or party

triumphs in Congress. The rule pursued was uniform and
clear ; and, whoever may have lost by it, peace and pros-

/)erity have been gamed. That rule was this

:

Where Slavery was actually existing in a country to any
considerable or general extent, it was (though somewhat
modified as to further importation in some instances, as in

Mississippi and Orleans Territories) suffered to remain.

The fact that it had been taken and existed there,_ was
taken as an indication of its adaptation and local utility.

Where Slavery did not in fact exist to any appreciable ex-

tent, the same was, by Congress, expressly prohibited ; so

tliat in either case the country was settled up without diffi-

culty or doubt as to the character of its institutions. In no
instance was tliis difficult and disturbing subject left to the

people who had and who might settle in the Territory, to

be there an everlasting bone of contention, so long as the

Territorial government should continue. It was ever re-

garded, too, as a subject in which the whole country had
an interest, and, therefore, improper for local legislation.

And though, whenever the people of a Territory come to

form theii- own organic law, as an independent State, they

would, either before or after then- admission as a State,

form and mold their institutions, as a Sovereign State, in

their own way, yet it must be expected, and has always

proved true, that the State has taken the character her

pupilage has prepared her for, as well in respect to Slavery

as in other respects. Hence, six of the thu-teen States are

Free States, because Slavery was prohibited in them by
Congress, while Territories, to wit : Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,

Michigan, Wisconsin, and Iowa. Seven of the thirteen

are slaveholding States, because Slavery was allowed in

them by Congress while they were Territories, to wit : Ten-

nessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, Louisiana, Arkansas
and Missouri.

Un the 6ih of March, a.d. 1820, was passed by Con-
gress tlie act preparatory to tlie admission of theSiate of

Missouri into the Union. Much controversy and discus-

sion arose on the question whether a prohibition of

Slavery within said State should be inserted, and it re-

sulted in this : that said State should be admitted without

such prohibition, but that Slavery should he forever pro-
hibited in the rest of that country ceded to us by Fmnce
lyiijg north of 36° 30' north latitude, and it was so done.

This contract is known as the Missouri Compromise.
Under this arrangement, Missouri was admitted as a

slaveholding State, the same having been a slaveholding

Territory. Arkansas, south of the line, was formed into

a Territory, and Slavery allowed therein, and afterward
admitted as a slaveholding State. Iowa was made a
Territory north of the line, and, under the operation of

the law, was settled up without slaves, and admitted as a
free State. The country now making the Territories of

Kansas and Nebraska, in 1820, was almost or entirely

uninhabited, and lay north of said line, and whatever
settlers entered the same before 1S54, did so under that

law, forever forbidding Slavery therein.

In 1864, Congress passed an act establishing two new
Territories—Nebraska and Kansas—in this region of

jcountry, where Slavery had been prohibited for more
than thirty years ; and, instead of leaving said law against

Slavery in operation, or prohibiting or expressly allowing
or establishing Slavery, Congress left the subject in said

Territories, to be discussed, agitated, and legislated on,
from time to time, and the elections in said Territories to

be conducted with reference to that subject, from year to

year, so long as they should remain Territories; for,

whatever laws might be passed by the Territorial legisla-

tures on this subject, must be subject to change or repeal
by those of the succeeding years. In most former Terri-

torial governments, it was provided by law that their

laws were subject to tiie revision of Congress, so that
they would be made with caution. In these Territories,

that wis omitted.
The provision in relation to Slavery in Nebraska and

Kansas is as follows :
" The eighth section of the act pre-

jiaratory to the admission of Missouri into the Union
(which being inconsistent with i\ie principle of noninter-
vention by Congress witli Slavery in the States and Ter-
ritories, as required by the legislation of lS5n, commonly
called llie Compromise Measures) is hereby declared
inoperative and void; it being tlie true intent and
meaning of this act not to legislate Slavery into said Ter-
ritory or State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave
the people thereof perfectly free to form and regulate
their domestic insiituiioiis in their own way, subject only
to the Constitution of tiie United States : Provided,
That, nothing herein contained shall be construed to

revive or put in force any law or regulation which may
have existed prior to the act of 6 March, 1820, either pro-

tecting, establishing, prohibiting, or abolishing Slavery."

Tims it was promulgated to the people of this whole

country that here was a clear field for competition—an

open course for the race of rivalship; the goal of which
was, the ultimate establishment of a sovereign State; and
the prize, the reward of everlasting liberty and its institu-

tions on the one hand, or the perpetuity of Slavery and
its concomitants on the other. It is the obvious duty of

this government, while this law continues, to see this

manifesto faithfully, and honorably, and honestly per-

formed, even though its particular supporters may see

cause of a result unfavorable to their hopes.

It is further to be observed that, in the performance of

tills novel experiment, it was provided that all white

men who became inhabitants in Kansas were entitled to

vote without regard to their time of residence, usually

provided in other Territories. Nor was this right of

voting confined to American citizens, but included all

such aliens as had declared, or would declare, on oath,

their intention to become citizens. Thus was the procla-

mation to the world to become inhabitants ofKansas, and
enlist in this great enterprise, by the force of numbers,
by vote, to decide for it the great question. Was it to be
expected that this great proclamation for the political

tournament would be listened to with indifference and
apathy ? Was it prepared and presented in that spirit ?

Did it relate to a subject on which the people were cool

or indifferent ? A large part of the people of this country
look on domestic Slavery as " only evil, and that con-
tinually," alike to master and to slave, and to the com-
munity; to be left alone to the management or enjoy-
ment of the people of the States where it exists, but not
to be extended, more especially as it gives, or may give,

political supremacy to a minority of the people of this

country in the United States government. On the other

hand, many of the people of another part of the United
States regard Slavery, if not in the abstract a blessing, at

least as now existing, a condition of society best for

both white and black, while they exist together; while
others regard it as no evil, but as the highest state rf

social condition. These consider that they cannot, with
safety to their interests, permit political ascendency to

be largely in the hands of those unfriendly to this pecu-
liar institution. From these conflicting views, long and
violent has been the controversy, and experience seems
to show it interminable
A succinct statement of the exercise and progress of

the material events in Kansas is this : After the passage
of this law, establishing the Territory of Kansas, a large

body of settlers rapidly entered into said Territory with a
view to permanent inhabitancy therein. Most of these

were from the Free States of the West and North, who
probably intended by their votes and influence to estab-

lish there a Free State, agreeably to the law which invited

them. Some part of those from the Northern States had
been encouraged and aided in this enterprise by the
Emigrant Aid Society formed in Massachusetts, which
put forth some exertions in this laudable object, by open
and public measures, in providing facilities for transpor-
tation to all peaceable citizens who desired to become per-
manent settlers in said Territory, and providing there-

in hotels, mills, etc., for the public accommodation of that
new country.
The Governor of Kansas, having, in pursuance of law,

divided the territory into districts, and procured a census
thereof, issued his proclamation for the election of a
Legislative Assembly therein, to take place on the Suth
day of March, 1855, and directed how the same should
be conducted, and the returns made to him agreeable to

the law establishing said Territory. On the day of election,

large bodies of armed men from the State of Missouri,
appeared at the polls in most of the districts, and, by
most violent and tumultuous carriage and demeanor,
overawed the defenseless inhabitants, and by their own
votes elected a large majority of the members of both
Houses of said Assembly. On the returns of said elec-

tion being made to the Governor, protests and objections
were made to him in relation to a part of said districts

;

and as to them, he set aside such, and such only, as by
the returns appeared to be bad. In relation to others,

covering, in all, a majority of the two Houses, equally
vicious in fact, but apparently good by formal returns,
the inhabitants thereof, borne down by said violence and
intimidation, scattered and discouraged, and laboring
under apprehensions of personal violence, refrained and
desiste<i from presenting any protest to the GoTernot in

relation thereto; and he, then uninformed in relation
thereto, issued certificates to the members who appeared
by said formal returns to have been elected.

In relation to those districts which the Governor so set

aside, orders v jre by him issued for new elections. Ju
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ane of these districts, the sai ne proceedings were repeated
by men from Missouri, and in others not, and certificates

were issued to liie persons elected.

Tliis legisliitive assembly, so elected, assembled at Paw-
nee, on the second day of July, 1S55, that being the time

and place for holding said meeting, as fixed by the Gov-
ernor, by authority of law. On assembling, the said

houses proceeded to set aside and reject those members
-•1 e'ected on said second election, except in the district

wiiere tlie men from Missouri had, at said election, chosen
the same persons they had elected at the said first election,

and ihey admitted all of the said first-elected members.
A legislative assembly, so created by military force,

I'y a foreign invasion, in violation of the organic law, was
liut a usurpation. No act of its own, no act or neglect of

'lie Governor, could legalize or sanctify it. Its own
d'Cisions as to its own legality are like its laws, but the

fniiisof its own usurpation, which no Governor could
legitimate

The people of Kansas, thus invaded, subdued, oppressed
and insulted, seeing their Territorial Government (such

only in form) perverted into an engine to crusli them n
the dust, and to defeat and destroy the professed olijeci

of tlieir orgiinic law, by depriving them of the ^'perfect
/leedom" ilierein provided ; and finding no ground to

hope for rights in that organization, tliey proceeded,
under the guaranty of the United States Constitution,

"peaceably to assemble to petition the Government for

the redress of (their) grievances." Tney saw no earthly

source of riliet but in the formation of a State Govern-
ment by the penple, and the acceptance and ratification

thereof by Congress.
It is true tliat, in several instances in our political his-

tory, the people of a Territory have been authorized liy

an act of Congress to form a State Constitution, mni,
after so doing, were admitted by Congre.-s. It i.-^ (luiie

obvious that no such authority could be given by the act

of tlie Territorial Government. That cleariy has no
power to create another Government, paramount to it-

self. It is equally true that, in numerous instances in

our history, the people of a Territory have, without any
previous act of Congress, proceeded to call a Convention
of the people by their delegates ; have formed a State Con-
stitution, which has been adopted by the people, and a
State Legislature assembled under it, and chosen Senators

to Congress, and then have presented said Constitution

to Congress, which has approved the same, and received

the Senators and members of Congress who were chosen
under it before Congress had approved the same. Such
was the case of Tennessee; such was the case of Michi-

gan, where the people not only formed a State Constitu-

tion without an act of Congress, but they actually put
their State Government into full operation and passed
laws, and it was approved by Congress by receiving it as

a State. Tiie people of Florida formed their Constitution

without any act of Congress therefor, six years before

tiiey were admitted into the Union. When the people of

Arkansas were about forming a State Constitution with-

out a previous act of Congress, in 1S35, the Territorial

Governor applied to the President on the subject, who
referred the matter to the Attorney-General, and his

ojjiuion, as then expressed and published, contained the

following

:

" It is no! in the power of the general assembly of Arkansas
to pass any law for the purpose of electing members to a Cou-
ventiou to form a Constitution and State government, nor to

do any other act, directly or Indirectly, to create such govern-
ment. Every such law, even though it were approve<t by the
governor of the Territory, would be null and void ; if passed
by tlism notwithstanding his veto, by a vote of two-thirds of
each branch, it would still be equally void."

He further decided that it was not rebellious, or insur-

rectionary, or even unlawful, for the people peaceably to

proceed, even without an act of Congress, in forming a
Constitution, and in so forming a State Constitution and
so far organizing under the same as to choose the

officers necessary for its representation in Congress,
with a view to present the same to Congress for ad-
mission, was a power which fell clearly within the

rigiit of the people to assemble and petition for redress.

Tile people of Arkansas proceeded without an act of Con-
gress, and were received into the Union accordingly. If

any rigiits were derived to the people of Arkansas from
the terms of the French treaty of cession, they equally

extended to the people of Kansas, it being a part of the

same cession.

In this view of the suliject, in the first part of August,
lSi55, a call was published in the public papers, for a
meeting of tlie citizens of Kansas, irrespective of party, to

meet at Lawrence, in said Territory, on tlie 15th of said

August, to take into consideration the propriety of call-

ing a Ci».iVeution of the people of the whole Territory, to

consider that sul)ject. That meeting was hehi on the 15th

day of August last, and it proceeded to call such Conven-

tion of delegates to be eb.i'e.!, and 'o B^'emhlc at '''opek:!

in said Territory, on the lyili ilay of Sei)teiMber, IS-W, not
to form a Constitution, but to consider the propriety of

calling, formally, a Convention for that purpose.

Delegates were elected agreeably to the proclamation
80 issued, and they met at Topeka on the fourth Tues-
day in October, 1855, and formed a constitution, which
was submitted to the peojdo, and was ratified by them
by vote in the districts. An election of Slate officers

and members of the State legislature has been had, and
a representative to Congress elected, and it is intended
to proceed to the election of senators, with the view to

present the same, with the constitution, to Congress for

admission into the Union.
Whatever views individuals may at times, or in meet-

ings, have expressed, and whatever ultimate determina-
tion may have been entertained in the result of being
spurned by Congress, and refused redress, is now en-

tirely immaterial. That cannot condemn or give char-

acter to the proceedings thus far i)ursued.

Many have honestly believed usurpation could make
no law, and that if Congress made no further provisions

they were well justified in forming a law for themselves
;

but it is not now necessary to consider that matter, as

it is to be hoped that Congress will not leave them to

such a necessity.

Thus far, this effort of the people for redress is peace-
ful, constitutional, and right. Whether it will succeed,
rests with Congress to determine ; but clear it is that it

should not be met and denounced as revolutionary,

rebelUous, insurrectionary, or unlawful, nor does it call

for or justify the exercise of any force by any depart-

ment of this government to check or control it.

It DOW becomes proper to inquire what should be
done by Congress; for we are informed by the Presi-

dent, in substance, that he has no power to correct a
usurpation, and that the laws, even though made by
usurped authority, must be by him enforced and ex-

ecuted, even with military force. The measures of

redress should be applied to the true cause of the diffi-

culty. This obviously lies in the repeal of the clause

for freedom in the act of IS'JO, and therefore, the true

remedy lies in the entire repeal of the act of 1854, which
effected it. Let this be done with frankness and mag-
nanimity, and Kansas be organized anew as a Free Ter-

ritory, and all will be put right.

But, if Congress insist on proceeding with the experi-

ment, then declare all the action by this spurious,

foreign legislative assembly utterly inoperative and void,

and direct a reorganization, providing proper safeguards

for legal voting and against foreign force.

There is, however, another way to put an end to all

this trouble there, and in the nation, without retracing

steps or continuing violence, or by force compelling

obedience to tyrannical laws made by foreign force

;

and that is, by admitting that Territory as a State, with

her free constitution. True, indeed, her numbers are

not such as give her a right to demand admission, be-

ing, as the President informs us, probably only about

twenty-five thousand. The Constitution fixes no num-
ber as necessary, and the importance of lufW settling

this question may well justify Congi-ess in admitting her

as a State, at this time, especially as we have good rea-

son to believe that, if admitted as a State, and contro-

versy ended, it will immediately fill up with a numer-
ous and successful population.
At any rate, it seems impossible to believe that Con-

gress is to leave that people without redress, to have
enforced upon them by the army of the nation these

measures and laws of violence and oppression. Are
they to be dragooned into submission ; Is that an ex-

periment pleasant to execute on our own free people ?

The true character of this transaction is matter of ex-

tensive notoriety. Its essential features are too obvious

to allow of any successful disguise or palliation, however
complicated or ingenious may be the statements, or

however special the pleadings, for that purpose. The
case requires some quieting, kind and prudent treat-

ment by the hand of Congress to do justice and satisfy

the nation. The people of this country are peacefully

relying on Congress to provide the competent measures
of redress which they have the undoubted power to ad-

minister.

The Attorney-General, in the case of Arkansas, says :

"Congress may at pleasure repeal or modify the laws

passed by the Territorial Legislature, and may at any
time abrogate and remodel the legislature itself, and all

the other departments of the Territorial Government."
Treating this grievance in Kansiis with ingenious e.x-

cuses, with neglect or contempt, or riding over the

oppressed with an army, aud dragooning them into sub-

mission, will make no satisfactory tenuination. Party
success may at times be temporarily Sdcured by adroit
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devices, plausible pretenses, and partisan address ; but
the permanent preservation of this Union can be main-
tained only by frankness and integrity. Justice may be
denied where it ought to be granted

;
power may perpe-

tuate that vassalage which violence and usurpation liave

produced; the subjugation of white freemen may be
necessary, that African Slavery may succeed ; but such
a course must not be expected to produce peace and
satisfaction in our country, so long as the people retain

any proper sentiment of justice, liberty, and law.
J. COLLAMER.

The majority and minority Reports being re-

ceived, various matters relating to Kansas were
debated until the 19th of March, the House
was brought to a vote on the proposition of

the committee of elections to empower said

committee to send to Kansas for persons and
papers, which was modified on motion of Mr.

Dunn, of Ind., so as to raise a special committee

of three members, to be appointed by the

Speaker. The resolutions raising this com-
mittee gave it ample powers

To inquire into and collect evidence in regard to

the troubles in Kansas generally, and particularly in

regard to any fraud or force attempted or practiced in

reference to any of the elections which have taken
place in said Territory, either under the law organizing

said Territory, or under any pretended law which may
be alleged to'have taken effect there since. That they

shall fully investigate and take proof of all violMit and
tumultuous proceedings in said Territory, at any time
since the passage of the Kansas Nebraska act, whether
engaged in by the residents of said Territory, or by any
person or persons from elsewhere going into said Terri-

tory, and doing, or encouraging otliers to do, any act of

violence or public disturbance against the laws of the

United States, or the rights, peace, and safety of the

residents of said Territory ; and for that purpose, said

Committee shall have full power to send for, and ex-

amine, and take copies of, all such papers, public re-

cords, and proceedings, as in their judgment will be use-

ful in the premises; and also, to send for persons and
examine them on oath, or affirmation, as to matters
within their knowledge, touching the matters of said in-

vestigation; and said Committee, by their chairman, shall

have power to administer all necessary oaths or affirma-

tions connected with their aforesaid duties. That said

Committee may hold their investgations at such places
and times as to them may seem advisable, and that they
have leave of absence from the duties of this House until

they shall have completed such investigation. Thai they
be authorized to employ one or more clerks, and one ur

more assistant sergeants-at-arms, to aid them in their

investigation ; and may administer to them an oath, or
affirmation, faithfully to perform the duties assigned to

them, respectively, and to keep secret all matters
which may come to their knowledge touching such in-

vestigation, as said Committee may di ect, until the
Re))ort of the same shall be submitted to this House;
and said Committee may discharge :iny such clerk or
assistant sergeant-at-aniis for neglect of duty or disre-

gard of instructions in the premises, and employ others
under like regulations.

The vote of the Slave States was nuaniinous
against the investigation, 17 from the Free
States voting with them. Yeas lul ; Nays 93.

The following are the negatives from the Free
States

:

Hays—Against the Investigation :

Maine—Thomas J. D. Fuller—1.

New-York—John Kelly, William W. Talk, John
Wheeler, Thomas R. Whitney— i.

New-Jkrsev—George Vail— 1.

Pennsylvania—John Cadwalader, Thomas B. Flo-
rence, J. Glancy Jones— 3.

Inuiana— William H. English, Smith Miller—2.

Michigan—George W. i'eck—1.

Illinois—James C. Allen, Thomas L. Harris, Samuel
S- Marshall, William A. Richardson

—

i.

California—Philemon T. Herbert—1.

So the resolution prevailed, and Messrs. Wil-
liam A. Howard, of Michigan, John Sherman,
of Ohio, and Mordecai Oliver, of Missouri, were
appointed the Committee of Investigation there-

by required.

These gentlemen proceeded to Kansas, and
spent several weeks there in taking testimony as

to the elections, etc.. whicli had taken place in

that Territory. The testimony thus taken forms
a volume of nearly twelve hundred large and
closely-printed pages, the substance of which
was summed up on their return by the majority

(Messrs. Howard and Sheruriii;, in the following

REPORT ON THE OUTRAGKS IN KANSAS.

A journal of proceedings, including sundry communica-
tions made to and by the Committee was kept, a copy of
which is herewith submitted. The testunony also is here-

with submitted ; a copy of it has been made and arranged
not according to the order in wliich it was taken, but so as
to present, as clearly as possible, a consecutive history of

events in the Territory, from its organization to the 19th
day of March, a. d. 1S56.
Your Committee deem it their duty to state, as briefly as

possible, the principal facts proven before them. When
the act to organize the Territory of Kansas was passed on
the 24th day of May, 1S54, the greater portion of its easteri
border was included m Indian reservations not open foj

settlement; and there were but few white settlers in any
portion of the Territory. Its Indian population was ra
pidly decreasing, while many emigrants from different parts
of our country were anxiousl.v waiting the extinction of
the Indian title, and the establishment of a Territorial

Government, to seek new homes on its fertDe prau-ies. It

cannot be doubted that, if its condition as a free Territory
had been left undisturbed by Congress, its settlement
would have been rapid, peaceful, and prosperous. Its

climate, soil, and its easy access to the older settlements,
would liave made it tlie favored course for the tide of
emigration constantly flowing to the West, and by this

time it would have been admitted into the Union as a Free
State, without the least sectional excitement. If so organ-
ized, none but the kindest feeling could have existed be-
tween it and the adjoining State. Tlieir mutual interests

and intercourse. Instead of, as now, endangering the har-
mony of the Union, would have strengthened the ties of

national brotherhood. The testimony clearly sliows, that
before the proposition to repeal the Missouri Compromise
was introduced into Congress, the people of western Mis-
souri appeared indifferent to tiie proliibition of Slavery
in the Territory, and neither asked nor desired its repeal.

When, however, the prohibition was removed by the
action of Congress, the aspect of affairs entirely changed.
The whole country was agitated by tlie reopening of a
controversy which consei'vative men in different sections

hoped had' been settled, in every State and Territory, by
some law ijeyond the danger of repeal. The excitement
wiiich h.is always accompanied the discussion of the
Slavery question was greatl.v increased, by the hope on
the ou,; li uid of extending Slavery into a region from which
it had been exclude<i by law. and ou tlie other by a sense
of wrong done by what was regarded as a dLslionor of
a national compact. This excitement was naturally trans-

ferred into the border counties of Missouri and the Terri-

tory, as settlers favoring free or slave uistitutions moved
into it. A new difficulty soon occurred. Different con-
structions were put upon tlie organic ^aw. It was con-
tended by the one party that the right to hold slaves in

the Territorj' existed, and that neitlier the people nor tht;

Territorial Legislature could prohibit Slavery—that thaV
power was alone possessed by the people when they were
authorized to form a State government. It was con-
tended that the removal of the restriction virtually estab-

lished Slavery in the Territory. This claim was urged by
many prominent men in western Jlissouri, who actively

engaged in the affairs of the Territory. Every movement,
of whatever character, which tended to establish free insti-

tutions, was regarded as an interference with their rights.

Within a few days after the organic- law jiassed, and as
soon as its passage could be known m; iie border, leading
citizens of Missouri crossed into the i rritory, held squat-
ter meetings, and then returned to tiioir homes. Among
their resolutions are the following

:

" That we will allbrd proteeiiou to no Abolitionist as a settler

of this Territory."
" That we recognize the Institulion of Slavery as already ex-

isting In this Terrilory, and alvise slaveholders to introduce
;heir property as early as possible."

Similar resolutions were passed in various parts of the
Territory, and b.y meetings in several counties of Missouri.

Thus the first effect of the repeal of the restriction against
Slavery was to substitute the resolves of squatter meetings,
composed almost exclusively of Missourians, for the delibe-

rate action of Congress, acquiesced in for 35 years.

This unlawful interference has been continued in every
important event in the history of the Territory : eterx
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electi<->A, has been controlled, not by the actual settlers,

but by citizens of Miasouri ; and, as a consequence, every
officer in the Territory, from constables to legislators, ex-

cept those appohited byvtlie President, owe tlieir positions

to non-resident voters. None have been elected by the

settlers ; and your Committee have been unable to find

that any political power whatever, however unimportant,
has been exercised by the people of the Territory.

In October, a. d. 1854, Governor A. H. Reeder and the

other officers appointed by the President arrived in the

Territory. Settlers from all parts of the country were
moving in in great numbers, making their claims and
building their cabins. About the same time, and before
any election was or could be held in the Territory, a secret

political society was formed in the State of Missouri. It

was known by different names, such as " Social Band,"
"Friends' Society," "Blue Lodge," "The Sons of the
South." Its members were bound together by secret

oaths, and they had passwords, signs, and grips, by which
they were known to each other. Penalties were imposed
for violating the rules and secrets of the Order. "Written

minutes were kept of the proceedings of the Lodges, and
the different Lodges were connected together by an effec-

tive organization. It embraced great numbers of the citi-

zens of Missouri, and was extended into other Slave States

and into the Territory. Its avowed purpose was not only
to extend Slavery into Kansas, but also into other terri-

tory of the United States ; and to form a union of all the
friends of that institution. Its plan of operating was to

organize and send men to vote at the elections in the Ter-
ritorj', to collect money to pay their expenses, and, if

necessary, to protect them in voting. It also proposed to

induce Pro-Slavery men to emigrate into the Territory, to

aid and sustain them while there, and to elect none to

office but those friendly to their views. This dangerous
society was controlled by men who avowed their purpose
to extend Slavery into the Territory at all hazards, and
was altogether the most effective instrument in organizing
the subsequent armed invasions and forays. In ii« Lodges
in Missouri, the affairs of Kansas were discussed, the force
necessary to control the election was divided into bands,
and leaders selected ; means were collected, and signs and
badges were agreed upon. While the great body of the

actual settlers of the Territory were relying upon the
rights secured to them by the organic law, and had formed
no organization or combination whatever, this conspiracy
against their rights was gathering strength in Missouri, and
would have been sufficient at then- first election to have
overpowered them, if they had been united to a man.
Your Committee had great difficulty in eliciting the

proof of the details in regard to this secret society. One
witness, member of the legislative council, refused to

answer questions in reference to it. Another declined to

answer fully, because to do so would result to his injury.

Otheis could or would only answer as to the general pur-
poses of the Society, but sufficient is disclosed in the
testimony to show the influence it had in controlling the
elections in the Territory.

The first election was for a Delegate to Congress. It was
appointed for the 29th of November, 1S.54. The Governor
divided the Territory into seventeen Election-Districts

;

appointed Judges and prescribed proper rules for the
election. In the 1st, Hid, Vlllth, IXth, Xth, Xllth,
Xlllth, and XVIIth Districts there appears to have been
but little if any fraudulent voting.

The election in the lid District was held at the village

of Douglas, nearly fifty miles from the Missouri line. On
the day before the election, large companies of men
came into the district in wagons and on horseback, and
declared that they were from the State of Missouri, and
were going to Douglas to vote. On the morning of the
election, they gathered around the house where the elec-

tion was to be held. Two of the judges appointed by
the Governor did not appear, and other judges were
elected by the crowd. All then voted. In order to

make a pretense of right to vote, some persons of the
company kept a pretended register of squatter claims,

on which any one could euter his name and then assert

he had a claim in the Territory. A citizen of the district

who was himself a candidate for Delegate to Congress,
was told by one of the strange; s, that he would be
abused and probably killed if he challenged a vote. He
was seized by the collar, called a d—d Abolitionist, and
was compelled to seek protection iu the room with the
judges. About the time the polls were closed, these

strangers mounted their horses and got into their wagons
and ciied out :

" All aboard for Westport and Kansas Cify." A num-
ber were recognized as residents of Missouri, and
among them was Samuel II. Woodsork, a leading lawyer
of Independence. Of those whose naiues are on the poll-

Books, o5 were resident settlers and 226 were not.

The election in the IVth District was held at Dr.

Chapman's, over 40 miles from the Missouri State line.

It was a thinly-settled region, containing but 47 voten
in February, 1S55, when the census was taken. On the
day before the election, from 100 to 150 citizens of Ca,s8

and Jackson Counties, Mo , came into this district,

declaring their purjiose to vote, and thai they were
bound to make Kansas a Slave State, if they d.d it at
the point of the sword. Persons of the party on the way
drove each a slake in the ground and called it a claim

—

and in one case several names wei e put on one stake.
The party of strangers camped all night near where the
election was to be held, and in the morning were at the
election-polls and voted. One of their party got drunk,
and, to get rid of Dr. Chapman, a judge of the election,
they sent for him to come and .-ice a sick man, and in his
absence filled his place with another judge, who was not
sworn. They did not deny nor conceal that they were
residents of Missouri, and many of them were recognized
as such by others. They declared that they were bound
to make Kansas a Slave State. They insisted upon their
right to vote in the Territory if they were in it one hour.
After the election, they again returned to their homes in

Missouri, camping over night on the way.
We find upon the poll-books 161 names; of these not

over 30 resided in the Territory; 131 were non-residents.

But few settlers attended the election in the Vth Dis-

trict, the district being large and the settlement scattered.

82 votes were cast ; of these between 20 and 30 were set-

tlers, and the residue were citizens of Blissouri. They
passed into the Territory by way of the Santa Fe road and
by the residence of Dr. Westfall, who then lived on the
western line of Missouri. Some little excitement arose at
the polls as to the legality of their voting, but they did
vote ior General 'Whitfield, and said they intended to

make Kansas a Slave State, and that they had claims in

the Territory. Judge Teazle, judge of the court in Jack-
son County, Missouri, was present, but did not vote. He
said he did not intend to vote, but came to see that others
voted. After the election, the Missourians returned the
way they came.
The election in the YIth District was held at Fort Scott,

in the southeast part of the Territory, and near the Mis-
souri line. A part}' of about one hundred men, from Cass
and the counties in INIissouri south of it, w'eut into the
Territory, traveling about 45 miles, most of them with
their wagons and tents, and camping out. They appeared
at the place of election. Some attempts were made to

swear them, but two of the judges were prevailed upon
not to do so, and none were sworn, and as many as chose
voted. There were but few resident voters at the polls.

The settlement was sparse—about 25 actual settlers voted
out of 105 votes cast, leaving SO illegal votes. After the
voting was over, the Missourians went to their wagons and
commenced leaving for home.
The most shameless fraud practiced upon the rights of

the settlers at this election was in the Vllth District. It

is a remote settlement, about 75 miles from the Missouri
line, and contained in February, a.d. 1855, three months
afterward, when the census was taken, but 53 voters, and
yet the poll-books show that 604 votes were cast. The
election was held at the house of Frey McGee, at a place
called " 110." But few of the actual settlers were present
at the polls. A witness who formerly resided in Jackson
County, Missouri, and was well acquainted with the citi-

zens of that county, says that he saw a great many wagons
and tents at the place of election, and manj- individuals

he knew from Jackson County. He was in their tents, and
conversed with some of them, and they told him they had
come with the intention of voting. He went to the polls

intending to vote for Flenniken, and his ticket being of a
different color from the rest, his vote was challenged by
Frey McGee, who had been appointed one of the judges,
but did not serve. Lemuel Ralstone, a citizen of Missouri,

was acting in his place. The witness then challenged the
vote of a young man by the name of Nolan, whom he
knew to reside in Jackson County. Finally, the filing was
hushed up, as the witness had a good many friends there

from that county, and it might lead to a fight if he chal-

lenged any more votes. Both voted, and he then went
down to their camp. He there saw many of his old ac-

quaintances, whom he knew had voted at the election in

August previous in Missouri, and who still resided in that

State. By a careful comparison of the poll-lists with the

census-rolls, we find but 12 names on the poll-book who
were voters when the census was taken three months
afterward, and we are satisfied that not more than 20 legal

votes could have been polled at that election. The only

residents who are known to have voted are named by the

witness, and are 13 in number— thus leaving 584 illegal

votes cast in a remote district, where the settlers witliin

many miles were acquainted with each otlier.

Tue total number of wliite inhabitants in the Xlth
District, in the month of February, a.d. 1S55, iucluding
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men, women and children, was 86, of whom 24 were
voters

—

yet the poll-lists in this District show that 246

votes were cast at this election. For reasons stated

hereafter in regard to the election on tlie 3Uth of March,
your Committee were unable to procure the attendance
of witnesses from this District. From the records, it

clearly appears that the votes cast could not have been
by lawful resident voters. Tlie best test, in the absence
of direct proof, by which to ascertain the number of

legal votes cast, is by a comparison of the census-roll

with the poll-book—by which it ajipears tliat but 7

resident settlers voted, and 23S votes were illegally and
fraudulently cast.

The election in the XITth District was held at the house
of Benjamin Harding, a few miles from the town of St.

Joseph, Missouri. Before the polls were opened, a large

number of citiaens of Buchanan County, Missouri, and
among them many of the leading citiiens of St. Joseph,

were at the place of voting, and made a majority of the

company present. At the time appointed by the Gov-
ernor for opening the polls, two of the Judges were not

there, and it became the duty of the legal voters present

to select other judges. The judge wlio was present*
suggested the name of Mr. Waterson as one of the Judges
—but the crowd voted down the proposition. Some dis-

cussion then arose as to the right of non-residents to vote

'or judges, during which Mr. Bryant was nominated and
elected by the crowd. Some one nominated Col. John
Scott as the other judge, who was then and is now a
resident of St. Joseph. At that time, he was the City At-

torney at that place, and so continued until this spring,

but he claimed that the night before he had come to the

house of Mr. Bryant, and had engaged boarding for a
month, and considered himself a resident of Kansas on
that ground. The judges appointed by the Governor re-

fused to put the nomination of Col. Scott to vote, because
he was not a resident. After some discussion, Judge
Leonard, a citizen of Missouri, stepped forward and put
the vote himself; and Mr. Scott was declared by him as

elected by the crowd, and served as a judge of election

that day. After the election was over, he returned to St.

Joseph, and never since has resided in the Territory. It

is manifest that this election of a non-resident lawyer as

a judge was imposed upon the settlers by the citizens of

the State. Wlien the board of judges was thus completed,
the voting proceeded ; but the effect of the rule adopted by
the judges allowed many, if not a majority of the non-
residents, to vote. They claimed that their presence on
the ground, especially when they had a claim in the
Territory, gave them a riglit to vote—under that con-
struction of the law, they readily, when rt-quired, swore
they were " residents," and then voted. By this evasion,
as nearly as your Committee can ascertain from the testi-

mony, as many as 50 illegal votes were cast in this Dis-
trict out of 153, the whole number polled.
The election in the XVth District was held at Pense-

aaan's, on Stranger Creek, a few miles from Weston,

Missouri. On the day of the election, a large number of
citizens of Platte Couuty, but chiefly from Weston and
Platte City, came in small parties, in waguns and on
horseback, to the polls. Among them were several lead-

ing citizens of that town, ami the names of many of them
are given by the witnesses. They generally insisted

upon their right to vote, on the ground that every man
having a claim in tlie Territory could vote, no matier
where he lived. All voted who chose. No man was
challenged or sworn. Some of tlie residents did not vote.

The purpose of the strangers in voting was declared to be
to make Kansas a Slave State. We find by the poU-books
that 806 votes were cast—of these we find but 67 are on
the census-rolls as legal voters in February following.
Your Committee is satisfied from the testimon.v that not
over 100 of those who voted had any right so to do, leav-
ing at least 2ii6 illegal votes cast.
The election in the XVIth District was held at Leaven-

worth. It was then a small village of three or four
houses, located on the Delaware Reservation. There
were but comparatively few settlers then in the district,

but the number rapidly increased afterward. On the
day before and on the day of the election, a great many
citizens of Platte, Clay and Ray counties crossed the
river—most of them camping in tents and wagons about
the town, " like a camp-meeting." They were in compa-
nies or messes of ten to fifteen in each, and numbered in

all several hundred. The ylirought their own provision
and cooked it themselves, and were generally armed.
Many of them were known by the witnesses, and their

names given, and their names are found upon the poll-

books. Among them were several persons of influence
where they resided in Missouri, who held, or had held,
high official positions in that State. They claimed to be
residents of the Territory, from the fact tint they were
then present, and insisted upon the right to vote, and did
vote. Their avowed purpose in doing so was to make
Kansas a Slave State. These strange--, crowded around
the polls, and it was with great difiiculty that the settlers

could get to the polls. One resident attemi>ted to get to

the polls in the afternoon, but was crowded and pulled
back. He then went outside of the crowd and hurrahed
for Gen. Whitfield, and some of those who did not know
him said, " that's a good Pro-Slavery man," and lifted

him over their heads so that he crawled on their heads
and put in his vote. A person who saw from the color of
his ticket that it was not for Gen. Whitfield, cried out,
" He is a damned Abolitionist— let him down ;" and they
dropped him. Others were passed to the polls in the
same way, and others crowded up in the best way they
could. After this mockery of an election was over, the
non-residents returned to their homes in Missouri. Of
the 312 votes cast, not over 150 were by legal voters.

The following abstract exhibits the whole number of

votes at this election, for each candidate ; the number of
legal and illegal votes cast in each ilistrict ; and the num-
ber of legal votes in each district in February followingi

ABSTRACT OF CEN^SUS AND ELECTION NOV. 29, 1854.

n
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Tlius your Committee find that in this, the first election
In the Territory, a very large majority of the votes were
cast by citieens of the State of Missouri, in violation of the
organic law of the Territory. Of the legal votes cast.
Gen. Whitfield received a plurality. The settlers took
but little interest in the electian, nolone-half of them vot-
ing. This may be accounted for, from the fact that the
settlements were scattered over a great extent—that the
term of the Delegate to be elected was short—and that
the question of Free and Slave institutions was not gene
rally regarded by them as distinctly at issue. Under
these circumstances, a systematic invasion from an
adjoining State, by which large numbers of illegal votes
Were cast in remote and sparse settlements for the
avowed purpose of extending Slavery into the Territory,
even though it did not change the result of the election,
was a crime of great magnitude. Its immediate effect
was to further excite the people of the Northern States-
induce acts of retaliation, and exasperate the actual set-
tlers against their neighbors in Missouri.
In January and February, a.d. 1855, the Governor

caused an enumeration to be taken of the inhabitants and
qualified voters in the Territory, an abstract of which is
here given

:

Total population 8501
Total voters 2905
Natives of the United States .' 7161
Of foreign birth 409
Slaves 242
Free negroes 151

On the same day the census was completed, the Governor
issued his proclamation for an election to be held on the 30th
of March, a.d. 1855, for members of the Legislative Assem-
bly of the Territory. It prescribed the boundaries of dis-
tricts, the places for polls, the names of judges, the appoint-
ment of members, and recited the qualification of voters. If
it had been observed, a just and fair election would have re-
flected the will of the people of the Territory. Before the
election, false and inflammatory rumors were busDy circula-
ted among the people of Western Missouri. The number and
character of the emigration then passing into the Territory
were grossly exaggerated and misrepresented. Through the
active exertions of many of its leading citizens, aided by
the secret societies before referred to, the passions and
prejudices of tlie people of that State were greatly excited.
Several residents there have testified to the character of
the reports circulated among and credited by the people.
These efforts were successful. By an organized move-
ment, which extended from Andrew County in the north
to Jasper County in the south, and as far eastward as
lioone and Cole counties, companies of men were arranged
in regular parties and sent into every council district in
tin- Territory, and into every representatitie district
but one. The numbers were so distributed as to control
the election in each district. They went to vote, and with
the avowed design to make Kansas a Slave State. They
were generally armed and equipped, carried with them
their own provisions and tents, and so marched into the
Territory. The details of this invasion from the mass of
the testimony taken by your committee are so voluminous
that we can here state but the leading facts elicited.

1st District—March SO, 1855.—Lawrexce.
The company of persons who marched into this district

collected in Ray, Howard, Carroll, Boone, La Fayette,
Randolph, Saline, and Cass counties, in the State of Mis-
souri. Their expenses were paid—those who could not
come contributing provisions, wagons, etc. Provisions were
deposited for those who were expected to come to Lawrence,
in the house of William Lykins, and were distributed amons;
the Slissourians after they arrived there. The evening
before and the morning of the day of election, about 1000
men from the above counties arrived at Lawrence, and
encamped in a ravine a short distance from town, near
the place of voting. They came in wagons—of which there
were over one hundred—and on horseback, under the
command of Colonel Samuel Young, of Boone County, Mis-
souri, and Claiborne F. Jackson, of Jlissouri. They were
armed with guns, rifles, pistols, and bowie-knives, and had
tents, music, and flags with them. They brought with
them two pieces of artillery, loaded with musket-balls.
On their way to Lawrence, some of them met Mr. N. B.
Blanton, who had been appointed one of the judges of
election by Governor Reeder ; and, after learning from
him that he considered it his duty to demand an oath from
them as to their place of residence, first attempted to
bribe, and then threatened him vrith hanging, in order to
Induce him to dispense with that oath. In consequence
of these threats, he did not appear at the polls the next
morning to act as judge.
The evening before the election, while in camp, the

Mlssourians were called together at the tent of Captain
CUibome F. Jackson, and speeches were made to them

by Colonel Young and others, calling for volunteers to go
to other districts where there were not Missourians enough
to control the election, as there were more at Lawrence
than were needed there. Many volunteered to go, and
the morning of the election several companies, from 1<0 to
200 men each, went oflf to Tecumseh, Hickory Point,
Bloomington, and other places. On the morning of the
election, the lMis.'<ourians came over to the place of voting
from their camp, in bodies of one hundred at a tune. Mr.
Blanton not appearing, another judge was appointed in
his place—Colonel Young clahning that, as the people of
the Territory had two judges, it was nothing more- than
right that the Missourians should have the other one, to
look after then- interests ; and Robert E. Cummins was
elected in Blanton's stead, because he considered that
every man had a right to vote if he had been in the Terri-
tory but an hour. The Missourians brought their tickets
with them; but, not having enough, thej' had three hun-
dred more printed in Lawrence on the evening before and
the day of election. They had white ribbons in theu' but-
ton-holes to distinguish themselves from the settlers.

AVhen the votmg commenced, the question of the legality
of the vote of a Sir. Page was raised. Before it was de-
cided, Colonel Samuel Young stepped up to the window
where the votes were received, and said he would settle
the matter. The vote of Mr. Page was withdrawn, and
Colonel Young offered to vote. He refused to take the
oath prescribed by the Governor, but swore he was a resi-

dent of the Territory, upon which his vote was received.
He told Mr. Abbott, one of th; judges, when asked if he
intended to make Kansas his future home, that it was
none of his business ; that if he were a resident then he
should ask no more. After his vote was received, Colonel
Young got up in the window-sill and announced to the
crowd that he had been permitted to vote, and they could
all come up and vote. He told the judges that there was
no use in swearing the others, as they would all swear as
he had done. After the other judges concluded to receive
Colonel Young's vote, Mr. Abbott resigned as judge of
election, and Mr. Benjamin was elected in his place.

Tlie polls were so much crowded until late in the evening,
that, for a time, when the men had voted, they were obliged
to get out by being hoisted up on the roof of the building
where the election was being held, and pass out over the
house. Afterward, a passage-way through the crowd was
made, by two Hnes of men being formed, through which
the voters could get up to the polls. Colonel Young asked
that the old men be allowed to go up first and vote, as
they were tired with the traveling, and wanted to get back
to camp.
The Missourians sometimes came up to the polls in pro-

cession, two by two, and voted.
During the day, the Missourians drove off the ground

some of the citizens, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Bond, and Jlr. Willis.

They threatened to shoot Mr. Bond, and a crowd rushed
after him, threatening him ; and, as he ran from them,
some shots were fired at him as he jumped off the bank of
the river and made his escape. The citizens of the town
went over in a body, late in the afternoon, when the polls
had become comparatively clear, and voted. . . .

The whole number of names appearing upon the poll-

lists is 1,031:. After full examination, we are satisfied
that not over 232 of these were legal voters, and S02
were non-resident and illegal voters. This District is

strongly in favor of making Kansas a Free State, and
there is no doubt that the Free-State candidates for the
legislature would have been elected by large majorities,
if none but the actual settlers had voted. At the preced-
ing election in November, 1864, where none but legal
voters were polled. General Whitfield, who received the
full strength of the Pro-Slavery party, got but 46 votes.

IId District—Bloomington.

On the morning of election, the judges appointed by
the Governor appeared and opened the polls. Their
names were Harrison Burson, Nathaniel Ramsay, and
Mr. Ellison. The Missourians began to come in early ia
the morning, some 500 or 600 of them, in wagons and car-
riages, and on horseback, under the lead of Samuel J.

Jones, then Postmaster of Westport, Missouri, Claiborne
P. Jackson, and Mr. Steely, of Independence, Missouri.
They were armed with double-barreled guns, rifles,

bowie-knives, and pistols, and had flags hoisted. They
held a sort of informal election, off at one side, at first

for Governor of Kansas, and shortly afterward announced
Thomas Johnson, of Shawnee Mission, elected Governor.
The polls had been opened but a short time, when Mr.
Jones marched with the crowd up to the window, and
demanded that they should be allowed to vote without
swearing as to their residence. After some noisy and
threatening talk, Claiborne F. Jackson addressed th0
crowd, saying they had come there to vote, that they had
a right to vote if they had been there but fire minutea,
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and he was not willing to go home without voting; this

was received with cheers. Jackson then called upon
theni to form into little bands of fifteen or twenty, which
they d.d, and went to an ox-wagon filled with guns,

which were distributed among them, and proceeded to

load some of them on the ground. In pursuance of

Jackson's request, they tied white tape or ribbons in

their buttonholes, so as to distinguish them from the
" Abohtiouists." They again demanded that the Judges
should resign, and upon their refusing to do so, smashed
in the window, sash and all, and presented their pistols

and guns to them, threatening to shoot them. Some one
on the outside cried out to them not to shoot, as there
were Pro-Slavery men in the room with the judges.
They then put a pry under the corner of the house, which
was a log house, and lifted it up a few inches and let it

fall again, but desisted upon being told there were Pi i-

Slavery men in the house. During this time, the crowd
repeatedly demanded to be allowed to vote without being
sworn, and Mr. Ellison, one of the judges, expressed him-
self willing, but the other two judges refused; thereupon
a body of men, headed by " Sheriff Jones," rushed into

the judges' room with cocked pistols and drawn bowie-
knives in their hands, and approached Burson and Ram-
say. Jones pulled out his watch, and said he would give
them five minutes to resign in, or die. When the five

minutes had e.xpired and the judges did iwt resign, Jones
said he would give them another minute, and no more.
EUlison told his associates that if they did not resign, there
would be one hundred shots fired in the room in less than
fifteen minutes ; and then, snatching up the ballot-box,

ran out into the crowd, holding up the ballot-box and
hurrahing for Missouri. About that time Burson, and
Kamsay were called out by their friends, and not suffered

to return. As Mr. Burson went out, he put the ballot

poll-books in his pocket, and took them with him ; and as
he was going out, Jones snatched some papers away from
him, and shortly afterward came out himself holding
them up, crying " Uurrah tor ilisoouri !" After he discov-
ered they were not the poll-books, he took a party of men
with him and started off to take the poll-books from Bur-
son. Mr. Burson saw them coming, and he gave the
books to Mr. Umberger, and told him to start off in

another direction, so as to mislead Jones and his party.
Jones and his party caught Mr. Umberger, took the poll-

books away from him, and Jones took him up behind him
on a horse, and carried him back a prisoner. After Jones
and his party had taken Umberger back, they went to the
house of Mr. Kamsay and took Judge John A. Wakefield
prisoner, and carried him to the place of election, and
made him get up on a wagon and make them a speech

;

after which they put a white ribbon in his button-hole
and let him go. They then chose two new judges, and
proceeded with the election.

They also threatened to kill the judges if they did not
receive ttieir votes without swearing them, or else resign.
They said no man should vote who would submit to be
sworn—that they would kill any one that would offer to

do so—" shoot him," " cut his guts out," etc. They said
no man should vote this day unless he voted an open
ticket, and was " all right on the goose," and that if they
could not vote by fair means, they would by foul means.
They said they had as much right to vote, if they had
been in the Territory two minutes, as if they had been
there for two years, and they would vote. Some of the
citizens who were about the window, but had not voted
when the crowd of Missourians marched up there, upon
attempting to vote, were driven back by the mob, or
driven off. One of them, Mr. J. M. Macey, was asked if

he would take the oath, and upon his replying that he
would if the judges required it, he was dragged through
Uie crowd away from the polls, amid cries of " Kill the
d—d nigge.-thief," '• Cut his throat," " Tear his heart
out," etc. After they had got him to the outside of the
crowd, they stood around him with cocked revolvers and
drawn bowie-knives, one man putting a knife to his
heart so that it touched him, another holding a cocked
pistol to his ear, while another struck at him with a club.
The Missourians said they had a right to vote if they had
been in the Territory but five minutes. Some said they
had been hired to come there and vote, and get a dollar
a day, and, by G—d, they would vote or die there.
They said the 30th day of March was an important day,

as Kansas would be made a Slave State on that day.
They began to leave in the direction of Missouri in the
afternoon, after they had voted, leaving some thirty or
forty around the house where the election was held, to
guard the polls until after the election was over. The
citijBans of the Territory were not around, except those
who took part in the mob, and a large portion of them
did not vote: &11 votes were polled there that day,
of which but some thirty were citizens. A protest
against the election was made to the Governor. The

returns of the election made to the G-overnor were lost

by the Committee of Elections of the Legislature at Paw-
nee. The duplicate returns left in the ballot-box were
taken by P. E. Laley, one of the judges elected by the
Missourians, and were either lost or destroyed in hs
house, so that your Committee have been unable tg

institute a comparison between the poll-lists and census
returns of this district. The testimony, however, is uni-

form, that not even thirty of those who voted there that
day were entitled to vole, leaving -311 illegal votes. We
are satisfied from the testimony that, had the actual set-

tlers alone voted, the Free-State candidates would have
been elected by a handsome majority.

IIID District—TecCMS EH.

For some days prior to the election, companies of men
were organized in Jackson, Cass, and Clay counties. Mo.,
for the purpose of coming to the Territory and voting in

this Vth district. The day previous to the election, some
400 or 500 Missourians, armed with guns, pistols, and
knives, came into the Territory and camped, some at
Bull Creek, and others at Potawatamie Creek. Their
camps were about sixteen miles apart. On the evening
before the election. Judge Hamilton of the Cass County
Court, Mo., came from the Potawatamie Creek camp to

Bull Creek for sixty more Missourians, as they had
not enough there to render the election certain, and
about that number went down there with him. On the
evening before the election. Dr. B. C. Westfall was elect-

ed to act as one of the Judges of Election in the Bull
Creek precinct, in place of one of the judges appointed
by the Governor, who, it was said, would not be there the
next day. Dr. Westfall was at that time a citizen of
Jackson County, Mo. On the morning of the election,

the polls for Bull Creek precinct were opened, and, with-
out swearing the judges, they proceeded to receive the
votes of all who offered to vote. For the sake of appear-
ance, they would get some one to come to the window
and offer to vote, and when asked to be sworn he would
pretend to grow angry at the judges and would go away,
and his name would be put down as having offered to

vote, but "rejected, refjsing to be sworn." This
arrangement was made previously and perfectly under-
stood by the judges. But few of the residents of th#
district were present at the election, and only thirteen

voted. The number of votes cast in the precinct was 893.

One Missourian voted for himself and then voted for

his little son, but 10 or 11 years old. Col. Coffer, Henry
Younger and Mr. Lykins, who were voted for and elect-

ed to the Legislature, were residents of Missouri at the
time. Col. Coffer subsequently married in the Territory.

After the polls were closed, the returns were made, and
a man, claiming to be a magistrate, certified on them
that he had sworn the judges of election before openinf;
the polls. In the Potawatamie precinct, the Missourians
attended the election, and after threatening Mr. Ches-
nut, the only judge present appointed by the Governor,
to induce him to resign, they proceeded to elect two
other judges—one a Missourian and the other a resident
of another precinct of that district. The polls were then
opened, and all the Missourians were allowed to vote
without being sworn.
After the polls were closed, and the returns made out

for the signature of the judges, Mr. Chesnut refused to

sign them, as he did not consider them correct returns
of legal voters.

Col. Cotfer, a resident of Missouri, but elected to the
Kansas Legislature from that district at that election, en-

deavored with others to induce Mr. Chesnut by threats

to sign the returns, which he refused to do, and left the
house. On his way home, he was fired at by some Mis-
sourians, though not injured. There were three illegal

to one legal vote given there that day. At the Big Layer
precinct, the judges appointed by the Governor met
at the time appointed, and proceeded to open the polls,

after being duly sworn. After a few votes had been re-

ceived, a party of Msssourians came into the yard of
the house where the election was held, and, unloading a
wagon filled with arms, stacked their guns in the yard,
and came up to the window and demanded to be admit-
ted to vote. Two of the judges decided to receive their

votes, whereupon the third judge, Mr. J. M. Arthur, re-

signed, and another was chosen in his place. Col.

Young, a citizen of Missouri, but a candidate for, and
elected to, the Territorial Legislative Council, was pre-

sent and voted in the precinct. He claimed that all

Missourians who were present on the day of election

were entitled to vote. But thirty or forty of the citizens

of the precinct were present, and many of them did not
vote. At the Little Sugar precinct, the election seemed
to have been conducted fairly, and there a Free-State
majority was polled. From the testimony, the whole
district appears to hare been largely Free-State, and,



KANSAS-NEBRASKA STRUGGLE. 97

had none but actual settlers voted, the Free-State candi-

dates would have been elected by a large majority.

From a careful examination of the testimony and the

records, we find that from 200 to 225 legal votes were
polled out of 885, the total number given in the precincts

of the Vth District. Of the legal votes cast, the Free-

State candidates received 152.

VIth District—Foet Scott.

A company of citizens from Missouri, mostly from
Bates County, came into this District the day before the

election, some camping and others putting up at the

public-house. They numbered fiom 100 to 200, and came
in wagons and on horseback, carrying their provisions
and tents with them, and were generally armed with pis-

tols. They declared their purpose to vote, and cliiimed

the right to do so. They went to the polls generally in

small bodies, with tickets in their hands, and many, if

not all, voted. In some cases, they declared that they
had voted, and gave their reasons for so doing. Mr.
Anderson, a Pro-Slavery candidate for the Legislature,
endeavored to dissuade the non-residents from voting,

because he did not wish the election contested. This
person, however, insisted upon voting, and upon his

right to vote, and did so. No one was challenged or

sworn, and all voted who desired to. Out of 350 votes
cast, not over 100 were legal, and but 6t of these
named in the census taken one month before by Mr.
Barber, the candidate for Council, voted. Many of the
Free-State men did not vote, but your Committee is sat-

isfied that, of the legal votes cast, the Pio-Slavery candi-

dates received a majority. Mr. Anderson, one of these
candidates, was an unmarried man, who came into the

District from Missouri a few days before the election,

and boarded at the public-house until the day after the
election. He then took with him the poll-lists, and did
not return to Fort Scott until the occasion of a bavbacue
the week before the election of October 1, 1855. He
voted at that election, and after it left, and has not since
been in the District. S. A. Williams, the other Pro
Slavery candidate, at the time of the election had a
claim in the Territory, but his legal residence was not
there until after the election.

VIIth District.

From two to three hundred men, from the State of
Missouri, came in wagons or on horseback, to the elec-

tion ground at Switzer's Creek, in the VIIth District, and
encamped near the polls, on the day preceding the
election. They were armed with pistols and other wea
pons, and declared their purpose to vote, in order to se-
cure the election of Pro-Slavery members. They said
they were disappointed in not finding more Yankees
there, and that they had brought more men than were
necessary to counterbalance their vote. A number of
them wore badges of blue ribbon, with a motto, and the
company were under the direction of leaders. They de
clared their intention to conduct themselves peacefully
unless the residents of the Territory attempted to stop
them from voting. Two of the judges of election ap
pointed by Governor Reeder refused to serve, where
upon two others were appointed in their stead by the
crowd of Missourians who surrounded the polls. The
newly-appointed judges refused to take the oath pre-
scribed by Governor Reeder, but made one to suit them
Belves. Andrew Johnson requested each voter to swear
if he had a claim in the Territory, and if he had voted in

another district. The judges did not take the oath pre-
scribed, but were sworn to receive all legal votes. The
Missourians voted without being sworn. They sup-
ported H. J. Stickler for Council, and M. W. McGee for
Representative. They left the evening bf the election
Some of them started on horseback for Lawrence, as
they said they could be there before night, and all went
the way they came. The census-Ust shows 53 legal voters
in the District. 253 votes were cast ; of these 25 were
residents, 17 of whom were in the District when the cen
SU3 was taken. Some of the residents present at the
polls did not vote, declaring it useless. Candidates de
clined to run on the Free-State ticket because they were
unwilling to run the risk of so unequal a contest—it be
ing known that a great many were coming up from Mis-
souri to vote. Nearly all the settlers were Free-State
men, and 23 of the 25 legal votes given were cast for the
only Free-State candidate running. Mobiller McGee,
who was declared elected Representative, had a claim—

a

saw-mill and a house in the Territory—and he was there
part of the time. But his legal residence is now, and was
then, near Westport, in Missouri, where he owns and
ronducts a valuable farm, and where his family resides.

VIIIth District.

This was attached to the VIIth District for member of

7

the Council and a Representative, and its vote was con-
trolled by the illegal vote cast there. The census showi
39 votes in it— 37 votes were cast, of whom a majority
voted the Free-State ticket.

IXtH DiSTItlCT.

Fort Riley and Pawnee are in this District. The lat-
ter place was selected by the Governor as the tempo-
rary capital, and he designed there to expend the sums
ajipropriated by Congress in the construction of suitable
houses for the Legislature. A good deal of building was
then being done at the fort near by. For these reasons,
a number of mechanics, mostly from Pennsylvania, came
into this district in March, 1855, to seek employment.
Some of these voted at tie tlection. The construction
of the capital was first pn^^- |.oned, tlien abandoned, and
finally the site of the to-.vu was declared by the Secre-
tary of War to be within the mlitary reservation of
Fort Riley. Some of the inhabitants returned to the
States, and some went to other parts of the Territory.
Your Committee find that they came as settlers, intend-
ing to remain as such, and v* ere entitled to vote.

Xth District.

In this district, ten persons belonging to the Wyandot
tribe of Indians voted. They were of that class who
under the law were entitled to vote ; but their residence
was in Wyandot AMllage, at the mouth of Kansas River,
and they had no right to vote in this district. They
voted the Pro-Slavery ticket. Eleven men recently from
Pennsylvania voted the Free-State Ticket. From the
testimony, they had not, at the time of the election, so
established their residence as to have entitled them to

vote. In both these classes of cases, the judges exam-
ined the voters under oath and allowed them to vote,
and in all respects the election seems to have been con-
ducted fairly. The rejection of both would not have
changed the result. This and the VIIIth Election District

formed one representative district, and was the only one
to which the invasion from Missouri did not extend.

XIth District.

The IXth, Xth, XIth and Xllth Election Districts,

being all sparsely settled, were attached together as a
Council District, and the XIth and Xllth as a Repre-
sentative District. This Election District is 60 miles north
from Pawnee, and 150 miles from Kansas City. It is the
northwest settlement in the Territory, and contained,
when the census was taken, but 86 inhabitants, of whom
24 were voters. There was on- the day of election no
white settlement about Marysville, the place of voting,

for 40 miles, except that Marshall and Bishop kept a
store and ferry at the crossing of the Big Blue and the
California r:ad. Y'our Committee were unable to pro-
cure witnesses from this district. Persons who were pre-

sent at the election were duly summoned by an officer,

and among them was F. J. Marshall, the member of the
House from that district. On his return, the oiBcer was
arrested and detained, and persons bearing the names
of some of the witnesses summoned were stopped near
Lecompton, and did not appear before the Committee.
The returns show that, in defiance of the Governor's
proclamation, the voting was viva voce, instead of by
ballot. 328 names appear upon the poll-books as voting,

and by comparing tliese names with those on the census
rolls, we find that but seven of the latter voted. The
person voted for as Representative, F. J. Marshall, was
chief owner of the store at Marysville, and was there
sometimes, but his family lived in Weston. John Don-
aldson, the candidate voted for the Council, then lived

in Jackson County, Missouri.

On the day after the election, Mr. Marshall, with 25 or

30 m»n from AVeston, Mo., was on the way from Marys-
ville to the State. Some of the party told a witness who
had formerly resided at AVeston, that they were up at

Marysville and carried the day for Missouri, and that

they had voted about 150 votes. Mr. Marehall paid the

bill at that point tor the party.

There dpes not appear to have been any emigration

into that district in March, 1855, after the census was
taken, and, judging from the best test in the power of

your Committee, there were but seven legal votes cast iu

the district, and 321 illegal.

XIIth District.

The election in this district was conducted fairly. No
complaint was made that illegal votes were cast.

XlIlTH District.

Previous to the day of election, several hundreds of

Missourians from Platte, Clay, Boone, Clinton, and How-
ard counties, came into the district in wagons and on
horseback, and camped there. They were armed with

guns, revolvers, and bowie-knives and had badges of
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hemp in their button-holes and elsewhere about their

persona. They claimed to have a right to vote, from the

fact that they were there on the ground, and had, or

intended to make, claims in the Tei-ritory, although their

families were in Missouri.

The judges appointed by the Governor opened the

polls, and some persons offered to vote, and when their

votes were rejected on the ground that they were not

residents of the district, the crowd threatened to tear the

house down if the judges did not leave. The judges then

withdrew, taking the poll-books with them. The crowd
then proceeded to select other persons to act as judges,

and the election went on. Tliose persons voting who
were sworn were asked if they considered themselves

residents of the district, and if they said they did, they

were allowed to vote. But few of the residents were
present and voted, and the Free-State men, as a general

thing, did not vote. After the Missourians got through

voting, they returned home. A formal return was made
by the judges of election setting out the facts, but it was
not verified. The number of legal voters in this district

was 96, of whom a majority were Free-State men. Of
these — voted. The total number of votes cast was 296.

XIVth District.

It was generally rumored in this district, for some days

before the election, that the Missourians were coming
over to vote. Previous to the election, men from Mis-

souri came into the district, and electioneered for the

Pro-Slavery candidates. Gen. David R. Atchison and a

party controlled the nominations in one of the primary

elections.
Burr Oak Precinct.

Several hundred Missourians from Buchanan, Platte,

and Andrew counties, Mo., including a great many of the

prominent citiKens of St. Joseph, came into this precinct

the day before, and on the day of election, in wagons
and on horses, and encamped there. Arrangements were
made for them to cross the ferry at St. Joseph free of

e.Kpense to themselves. They were armed with bowie-

knives and pistols, guns and rifles. On the morning of

the election, the Free-State candidates resigned in a

body, on account of the presence of the large number of

armed Missourians, at which the crowd cheered and
hurrahed. Gen. B. F. Stringfellow was present, and was
prominent in promoting the election of the Pro-Slavery

ticket, as was also the Hon. Willard P. Hall, and others

of the most prominent citizens of St. Joseph, Mo. But
one of tiie judges of election, appointed by the Governor,

served on that day, and the crowd chose two others to

supply the vacancies.

The Missourians said they came there to vote for, and
secure the election of. Major Wm. P. Richardson. Major
Richardson, elected to the Council, had a farm in

Missouri, where his wife and daughter lived with his son-

ia-law, Willard P. Hall, he himself generally going home
to Missouri every Saturday night. The farm was gene-

rally knOTvn as the Richardson farm. He had a claim in

the Territory, upon which was a saw-mill, and where he
generally remained during the week.

Some of the Missourians gave as their reason for voting

that they had heard that eastern emigrants were to be at

that election, though no eastern emigrants were there.

Others said they were going to vote for the purjjose of

waking Kansas a Slave State,

Some claimed that they had a right to vote, under the
provisions of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, from the fact that

they were present on the ground on the day of election.

The Free-State men generally did not vote, and
those who did vote, voted generally for John H. White-
head, Pro-Slavery, for Council, against Major Wm. P.

Richardson, and did not vote at all for members of the
Lower House.
The parties were pretty nearly equally divided in the

district, some being of opinion that the Free-State

party had a small majority, and others that the Pro-
Slavery party had a small majority. After the election

was over and the polls were closed, the Missourians re-

turned home. During the day, they had provisions and
liquor served out, free of expense, to all.

Doniphan Prkcinct.

The evening before the election, some 200 or more
Missourians from Platte, Buchanan, Saline, and Clay
counties, Missouri, came into this precinct, with tents,

music, wagons, and provisions, and armed with guns,
rifles, pistols, and bowie-knives, and encamped about
two miles from the place of voting They said they came
to vote, to make Kansas a Slave State, and intended to

return to Missouri after they had voted
On the morning of the election, the Judges appointed

*)y the Governor would not serve, and others were
appointed by the crowd. The Missourians were allowed

to vote without being sworn—some of them voting as

many as eight or nine times ; changing their hats and
coats, and giving in different names each time. After

they had voted, they returned to Missouri. The Free-

State men generally did not vote, though constituting a
majority in the precinct. Upon counting the ballots in

the box and tlie names on the poll-lists, it was found
that there were too many ballots, and one of the judges
of election took out ballots enough to make the two num-
bers correspond.

Wolf River Prbcisct.

The number of voters in the district by the census wa3
334—of these 124 voted. The testimony shows that quite

a number of persons whose legal residence was in the
populous county of Buchanan, Mo., on the opposite side

of the river, had claims in the Territoiy. Some ranged
cattle, and others marked out their claim and built a
cabin, and sold this incipient title where they could.
They were not residents of the Territory in any just or
legal sense. A number of settlers moved into the district

in the month of March. Your Committee are satisfied,

after a careful analysis of the records and testimony,
that the number of legal votes cast did not exceed 200—
out of T27.

XVth District.

The election in this district was held in the house of a

Mr. Hayes. On the day of election, a crowd of from 400
to ?00 men collected around the polls, of which the great
body were citizens of Missouri. One of the judges of
election, in his testimony, states that the strangers com-
menced crowding around the polls, and tiiat then the
residents left. Threats were made before and during the
election day that there should be no Free-State can-
didates, although there were nearly or quite as many
Free-State as Pro-Slavery men resident in the district.

Most of the crowd were drinking and carousing, cursing
the Abolitionists and threatening the only Free-Stats
judge of election. A majority of those who voted worn
hemp in their button-holes, and their password was,
" all right on the hemp." Many of the Missourians werii

known and are named by the witnesses. Severa:
speeches were made by them at the polls, and amonj
those who spoke were Major Oliver, one of your Com-
mittee, Col. Burns, and Lalan Williams, of Platte County.
Major Oliver urged upon all present to use no harsh
words, and expressed the hope that nothing would be
said or done to harm the feelings of the most sensitive on
the other side. He gave some grounds, based on the
Missouri Compromise, in regard to the right of voting,
and was understood to excuse the Missourians for voting.
Your Committee are satisfied that he did not vote. Col.

Burns recommended all to vote, and he hoped none
would go home without voting. Some of the Pro-
Slavery residents were much dissatisfied at the inter-

ference with their rights by the Missourians, and for that
reason—because reflection convinced them that it would
be better to have Kansas a Free-State—they " fell over
the fence." The judges requested the voters to take an
oath that they were actual residents. They objected at

first, some saying they had a claim, or "I am here."
But the Free-Stale judge insisted upon the oath, and his

associates, who at first were disposed to waive it, coin-
cided with him, and the voters all took it after some
grumbling. One said he cut him some poles and laid tlieni

in the shape of a square, and that made him a claim ; and
another said that he had cut him a few sticks of wood,
and that made him a claim. The Free-State men did not
vote, although they believed their numbers to be equal
to the Pro-Slavery settlers, and some claimed that they
had the majority. They were deterred by threats
throughout by the Missourians, before and on the day of

election, from putting up candidates, and no candidates
were run, for this reason—that there was a credited
rumor previously that the Missourians would control the
election. The Free-Stale judge was threatened with ex-
pulsion from the polls, and a young man thrust a pistol

into the window through which the votes were received.
The whole number of votes cast was 41"

; of the names
on the poll-book, but 62 are in the census-rolls, and the
testimony shows that a small portion, estimated by one
witness at one-quarter of the legal voters, voted. Your
Committee estimate the number of legal voters at 80.

One of the judges referred to, certified to the Governor
that the election was fairly conducted. It was not con-
tested, because no one would take the responsibility of

doing it, as it was not considered safe, and that if

another election was held, the residents would fare uu
better.

XVItb District.

For some time previous to the election, meetings were
held and arrangements made in Missouri to get up coD^
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panics to come over to the Territory and vote, and the
Jiiy before, and on the day of election, large bodies of
Missourians from Platte, Clay, Ray, Charlton, Carrol,
jliuton, and Saline counties, Missouri, came into this

listrict and camped there. They were armed with pistols

md bowie-knives, and some with guns and rifles, and
lad badges of hemp in their button-holes and elsewhere
ibout their persons.
On the morning of the election, there were from l,Of^O

lo 1,400 persons present on the ground. Previous to the
e'eclion, the Missourians endeavored to persuade tlie two
Free-State judges to resign, by making threats ofpersonal
violence to them, one of whom resigned on the morning
of election, and the crowd chose another to fill his place,

liut one of the judges, the Free-State judge, would take
the oath prescribed by the Governor, the other two
deciding that they had no right to swear any one who
oOFere<l to vote, but that all on the ground were entitled
to vole. The only votes refused were some Delaware
Indians, some 80 Wyandot Indians being allowed to

vote
The Free-State men generally did not vote at that elec-

tion ; and no newly-arrived Eastern emigrants were there.
The Fi ee-State judge of election refused to sign the re-
turns until the words " by lawful resident voters" were
stricken out, which was done, and the returns made in
that way. The election was contested, and a new elec-
tion ordered by Gov. Reeder, for the 22d of May.
The testimony is divided as to the relative strength of

parties in tliis district. The whole number of voters iu
the district, according to the census returns, was 3S5

;

and, according to a very carefully prepared list of voters,
prepared for the Pro-Slavery candidates and other Pro-
Slavery men, a few days previous to the election, there
were 805 voters in the district, including those who had
:laims but did not live on them. The whole number of
votes cast was 964. Of those named in the census 1U6
roted. Your Committee, upon careful examination, are
satisfied that there were not over 150 legal votes cast,
eaving 814 illegal votes.

XVIIth District.

The election in this district seems to have been fairly

conducted, and not contested at all. In this dhitrlct, th«
Pro-Slavery party had the majority.

XVIIIth District.

Previous to the election. Gen. David R. Atchison of
Platte City, Missouri, got up a company of MiasourianB,
and passing through Weston, Missouri, went over into
the Territory. He remained all night at the house of

and then exhibited his arms, of which he had an abund-
ance. He proceeded to the Nemaha (XVIIIth) district.

On his way, he and his party attended a Nominating Con-
vention in the XlVth District, and proposed and caused
to be nominated a set of candidates in opposition to the
wishes of the Pro-Slavery residents of tlie district. At
that Convention, he said that there were 1,100 men
coming over from Platte County, and if that wasn't
enough, they could send 5,0U0 more—that they came to

vote, and would vote or kill every G—d d—d Abolitionist
in the Territory.

On the day of election, the Missourians, under Atchi-
son, who were encamped there, came up to the polls in the
XVIIIth District, taking the oath that they were residents

of the district. The Missourians were all armed with
pistols or bowie-knives, and said there were 60 in their

company. But 17 votes given on that day were given
by residents of the district. The whole number of votes
was 62.

R. L. Kirk, one of the candidates, came into the dis-

trict from Missouri about a week before the election, and
boarded there. He left after the election, and was not at
the time a legal resident of the district in which he was
elected. No protest was sent to the Governor on account
of threats made against any who should dare to contest
the election.

The following tables embody the result of the examina-
tion of your Committee in regard to this election. In
some of the districts, it was impossible to ascertain the
precise number of the legal votes cast, and especially in

the XlVth, XVth, and XVIth Districts. In such cases,

the number of legal and illegal votes cast is stated, after

a careful reexamination of all the testimony and records
concerning the election

:

ABSTRACT OF CENSUS, AND RETURNS OF ELECTION OF MARCH 30, 1855, BY
ELECTION DISTRICTS.
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By that act it was declared to be the true intent and
meaning of this act to leave the people thereof perfectly-

free to form and regulate their domestic institutions

in their own way, subject to the Constitution of the

United States.

So careful was Congress of the right of popular
sovereignty, that to secure it to the people, without a
single petition from any portion of the country, they
removed the restriction against Slavery imposed by the

Missouri Compromise. And yet this right, so carefully

secured, was thus by force and fraud overthrown by a
portion of the people of an adjoining State.

The striking diflference between this Republic and other

Republics on this Continent, is not in the provisions of

constitutions and laws, but that here changes in the ad-
ministration of those laws have been made peacefully and
quietly through the ballot-box. This invasion is the first

aud only one in the history of our Government, by
which an organiaed force from one State has elected a
Legislature for another State or Territory, and as such it

should have been resisted by the whole executive power
of the National Government.
Your Committee are of the opinion that the Constitu-

tion and laws of the United Slates have invested the

President and Governor of the Territory with ample
power for this purpose. They could only act after re-

ceiving authentic information of the facts ; but when re-

ceived, whether before or after the certificates of election

Were granted, this power should have been exercised to

its fullest extent. It is not to be tolerated that a legisla-

tive body thus selected should assume or exercise any
legislative functions; and their enactments should be
regarded as null and void ; nor should the question of

its legal existence as a legislative body be determined by
itself, as that would be allowing the criminal to judge of
his own crime. In section twenty-two of the organic act
it is provided, that " the persons having the highest num-
ber of legal votes in each of said Council-districts for

members of the Council, shall be declared by the Governor
to be duly elected to the Council, and the persons having
the highest number of legal votes for the House of Repre-
sentatives, shall be declared by the Governor duly
elected members of said House " The proclamation of

the Governor required a verified notice of a contest when
one was made, to be filed with him within four days
after the election. Within that time, he did not obtain
iuformaiion as to force or fraud in any except the fol-

lowing districts, and in these there were material defects
in tlie returns of election. Without deciding upon his

power to set aside elections for force and fraud, they
Were set aside for the following reasons:

In the 1st District, because the words " by lawful resi-

dent voters," were stricken from the return.
In the lid District, because the oath was administered

by G. W. Taylor, who was not authorized to administer an
Dath.

In the Illd District, because material erasures from the
printed form of the oath were purposely made.
In the IVih District, for the same reason.
In the Vlltb District, because the Judges were not sworn

at all.

In the Xlth District, because the returns show the
election to have been held viva voce instead of by ballot.

In the XVIth District, because the words " by lawful
residence" were stricken from the returns.

ABSTRACT OF THE RETURNS OF ELECTION OF
MAY 22, 1855.
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Under these an-angements, companies went Into the
Territory in the Fall of 1854, under the articles of associa-
tion referred to. The company did not pay any portion of
tlie fare, nor furnish any personal or real property to the
emigrant. The company, during 1S55, sent into the Terri-

tory from eight to ten saw-mills, purchased one hotel in

Kansas City, which they subsequently sold, built one hotel
at Lawrence, and owned one other building in that place.

In some cases, to induce them to make improvements,
town lots were given to them by town associations in this

Territory. They held no property of any other kind or
description. They imposed no condition upon their emi-
grants, and did not inquire into their political, religious, or
social opinions. The total amount expended by them, in-

cluding the salaries of their agents and officers, and the
expenses incident to all organizations, was less than
$100,000.

Their purposes, so far as j'our Committee can ascertain,

were lawful, and contributed to supply tiiose wants most
experienced in the settlement of a new country.
The only persons or company who emigrated into the

Territory under the auspices of the Emigrant Aid Society
in 1S55, prior to tlie election in March, was a party of 159
persons, who came under the charge of Charles Robin-
son.

In this party, there were 6T women and children. They
came as actual settlers, intending to make their homes in

the Territory, and for no other purpose. They had about
their persons but little baggage ; usually sufficient cloth-

ing in a carpet-sack for a short time. Their personal ef-

fects, such as clothing, furnituie, etc., were put into trunks
and boxes ; and for convenience in selecting, and cheap-
ness in transporting, was marked " Kansas party bag-
gage, care B. Slater, St. Louis." Generally, this was con-
signed as freight, in the usual way, to the care of a com-
mission merchant. This party had, in addition to the usual
allowance of one hundred pounds to each passenger, a
large quantitj' of baggage on which the respective owners
paid the usual extra freight. Each passenger or party
paid his or their own expenses ; and the only benefit they
derived from the Society, not shared by all the people of

the Territory, was the reductiqp of about f7 in the
price of the fare, the convenience of traveling in a com-
pany instead of alone, and the cheapness ami facility of
U-ansportmgtheir freight through regular agents. Subse-
quently, many emigrants, being either disappointed with
the country or its political condition, or deceived by the
statements made by the newspapers and by the agents of
the Society, became dissatisfied, and returned, both before
and after the election, to their old homes. Most of them
are now settlers In the Territory. Some few voted at the
election in Lawrence, but the number was small. The
names of these emigrants have been ascertained, and

of them were found upon the poll-books. This
company of peaceful emigrants, moving with their house-
hold goods, was distorted into an invading horde of pauper
Abolitionists, who were, with others of a similar character,
to control the domestic institutions of the Territory, and
then overturn those of a neighboring powerful State.

In regard to the second charge : There is no proof that
any man was either iiired or induced to come into the
Territory from any Free State, merely to vote. The en-
tire emigration in March, 1855, is estimated at 500 persons,
Including men, women, and children. Tliey came on
steamboats up the Missouri River, in the ordinary course
of emigration. Many returned for causes similar to those
before stated ; but the body of them are now residents.
The only persons of those who were connected by proof
with the election, were some who voted at the Big Blue
Precinct in the Xth District, and at Pawnee, in the IXth
District. Their purpose and character are stated in a
former part of this report.
The third charge is entirely groundless. The organic

law requires the Governor to cause an enumeration of the
inhabitants and legal voters to be made ; and that he ap-
portion the members of the Council and Ilouse, according
to this enumeration. For reasons stated by persons en-
gaged in taking the census, it was not completed until the
early part of March, 1855. At tliat time, the day of hold-
ing the election had not been, and could not have been,
named by the Governor. So soon as practicable after the
returns were brought in, he issued his proclamation for

an election, and named the earliest day, consistent with
due notice, as the day of election. The day on which the
election was to be held was a matter of conjecture all

over the country ; but it was generally known that it would
be in the latter part of March. The precise day was not
known by any one until the proclamation issued. It was
not known to the agents of tlie Emigrant Aid Society in

Boston on the 13tli of March, 1855, when the party of emi-
grants before referred to, left.

Your Committee are satisfied that these charges were
made the mere pretext to induce an armed invasion into

the Territory, as a means to control the election and ea
tablish Slavery there.
The real purpose Is avowed and illustrated by the testi-

mony and conduct of Colonel John Scott, of St. Joseph's,
Missouri, who acted as the attorney for the sitting dele-

gate before your Committee. The following are extracts
from his deposition

:

" Prior to the election in Burr-Oak precinct, In the XlVlh Dis-
trict, on the 'A)th of November, 18M, I had been a ri-sideiit of
Missouri, and I then determined, if I found it necessiiry, to be-
come a resident of Kansas Territory. On the day previous in
that election, I settled up my board at my hoarding-house, in
St. Joseph's, Mis.souri, and wi>nt over lo the Territory, and
look boarding with Mr. Bryant, near whose house the poJl»
were held Ihe next day, for one monUi, so tliat I miyht liavB it in
my power, by merely determining to do so, to become a resi-
dent of the Territory on the day of election.
" When my name was proposed as a Judge of Election, ob

jections were made by two per.sons only I then
publicly informed those present, that I had a claim in the Ter-
riiory

; that I had taken board in the Territory for a month
;

and that I could, at any moment, become an actual resident
and legal voter in the Territory, and that I would do so, if I

concluded at any time during the day that my vote would be
necessary to carry that precinct in favor of the Pro-Slavery
candidal e for delegate to Congress I did not dur-
ing the day consider it necessary to become a resident of the
Territory for the purpose mentioned, and did not vote nor offer

to vole at that election.
" I held the office of City-Attorney for St. Joseph's at that

lime, and had held it for two or three years previously, and
continued to hold it until this spring I voted at

an (lection in St. Joseph's, in the spring of 1855, and was re-

appointed City-Attorney. The question of Slavery was put in

issue at the election of November, 1854, to the same extent as
in every election in this Territory. Gen. Whitfield was re-
garded as the Pro-Slavery candidate for the Pro-Slavery party.

I regarded the question of Slavery as the primarily prominent
issue at that election, and, so far as I know, all parties agreed
in making that question the issue of that election.

" II is 7ny intention, and the intention of a great many other

Jfissoiii i'lnx now resident in Missouri, whenever the Stamry issiia

is to he (trfenitinrd vpon by the people of this Territory in the

nilnplinn of ihe Slate Constitution, to remore to thi^ Territonj in
tiinr to iirrjiiire Ihe right to become legal voters vpon that question.

The Ie'i<li7fi/ pill pose o/our iiite>ided removal to the Tei rilory is to

df'leriiiiiie ihe ilniimlii- instiliitions of this Territoi y. when it comes
to he a SIntr. and ire iroiihl not come only for that puipose, and
iroiild iierer Ihiiil; of coming here hut for that purpose. I believe

there are a g, eat many in Mi'isouri who are so sitmitedy

The invasion of March 30th left both parties in a state

of excitement, tending directly to produce violence. The
successful party was lawless and reckless while assuming
the name of the "Law and Order" party. The other

party, at first surprised and confounded, was gieatly irri-

tated, and some resolved to prevent the success of the in-

vasion. In some districts, as before stated, protests were
sent to the Governor ; in others, this was prevented by
threats ; in others, by the want of time, only four days
being allowed liy the proclamation for this purpose ; and
in others, by the belief that a new election would bring a
new invasion. About the same tune, all classes of men
commenced bearing deadlj' weapons about the person, a
practice which has continued to this time. Under these

circumstances, a slight or accidental quarrel produced
unusual violence, and lawless acts became frequent. This

evil condition of the public mind was further increased by
acts of violence in AVestern Missouri, where, in April, a
newspaper press, called The J'ark'sville Lumina/y, was
destroyed by a mob.
About the same time, Malcolm Clark assaulted Cole

McCrea at a squatter meeting in Leavenworth, and was
shot by McCrea in alleged self-defense.

On the 17th day of May, William Phillips, a lawyer of

Leavenworth, was first notified to leave ; and upon his re-

fusal, was forcibly seized, taken across the river, and car-

ried several miles into Missouri, and then tarred and
feathered, and one side of bis head shaved, and other

gross indignities put upon his person.

Previous to this outrage, a public meeting was held, at

which resolutions were unanimously passed, looking to

unlawful violence, and grossly intolerant in their charac-

ter. The right of free speech upon the subject of Slavery

was characterized as a disturbance of the peace and quiet

of the community, and as " circulating incendiary senti-

ments." They say "to the peculiar friends of northern

fanatics," " Go home and do your treason where you may
find sympathy." Among other resolves is the following:

" Besolred. That the institution of Slavery is kmnvu and re-

cognizpd in this Territory ; and we repel the doririne ihat it is

a moral and political evil, and we hurl back with scorn upon
its slanderous authors the charge of inhumanity ; and we warn
all per.sons not to come to our peaceful firesides to .«lar.der us,

and sow the seeds of discord between the master and he ser-

vant ; for, as much as we deprecate the necessity to which wr
miy bi^ driven, we cannot be responsible for the conse-

quences."

A Committee of Vigilance of -SO men was appointed " to

ob9*>;r; s.-d i-eport all such persons as shall ... by
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the expression of abolition sentiments, produce dbturb-
anoe to the quiet of the citizens, or danger to their domes-
tic relations ; and all such persons so offending shall be
notified, and made to leave the Territory."

The meeting was " ably and eloquently addressed by
Judge Lecompte, Colonel J. N. Burns of Western Missouri,

and others." Thus the head of the judiciary in the Terri-

tory not only assisted at a public and bitterly partisan
ineeting,whose direct tendency was to produce violence and
disorder, but, before any law is passed in the Territory, he
prejudges the character of the domestic institutioni which
the people of the Territory were, by their organic law, " left

perfectly free to form and regulate in their own way."
On this committee were several of those who held certi-

ficates of election as members of the legislature ; some of

the others were then and still are residents of Missouri

;

and many of the committee have since been appointed to

the leading offices in the Territory, one of which is the

sheriffalty of the county. Their first act was that of mob-
bing Phillips.

Subsequently, on the 25th of May, a.d. 1S55, a public

meeting was held, at which R. R. Kees, a member eluct of

the council, presided. The following resolutions, offered

by Judge Payne, a member elect of the house, were unani-
mously adopted:
" ResoUed, That we heartily indorse the action of the commit-

tee of ciiizens that shaved, tarred and feathered, rode on a
rail, and had sold by a negro, William Philhps, the moral
perjurer.
" Be-ioleed, That we return our thanks to the committee for

faithfully performing the trust enjoined upon them by the i'ro-

Slavery pariy.
" Resolced, That the committee be now discharged.
" Resolied, That we severely condemn those Fro-Slavery

men who, from mercenary motives, are calliag upon the Pro-
Slavery party to submit without further action.
" Reaoloed, That in order to secure peace and harmony to

the community, we now solemnly declare that the Pro-
Slavery parly will stand firmly by and carry out the resolu-
tions reported by the committee appointed for that purpose on
t:ie memorable 30.h."

The act of moral perjury here referred to is the swear-
ing by Phillips to a truthful protest in regard to the elec-

^ tion of March 30, in the XVIth District.

The members receiving their certificates of the Grovernor
as memljers of the General Assembly of the Territory, met
at Pawnee, the place appointed by the Governor, on the
2d of July, A.D. 1S55. Their proceedings are stated in

three printed books, herewith submitted, entitled respec-
tively, " The Statutes of the Territory of Kansas," " The
Journal of the Council of the Territory of Kansas," and
" The Journal of the House of Representatives of the Ter-
ritory of Kansas."
Your Committee do not regard their enactments as valid

laws. A legislature thus imposed upon a people cannoU
affect their political rights. Such an attempt to do so, if

successful, is virtually an overthrow of the organic law,

and reduces the people of the Territory to the condition
of vassals to a neighboring State. To avoid the evils of

anarchy, no armed or organized resistance to them should
be made, but the citizens should appeal to the ballot-box
at public elections, to the federal judiciary, and to Con-
gress, for relief. Such, from the proof, would have been
the course of the people, but for the nature of these enact-
ments and the manner in which they are enforced. Their
character and their execution have been so intimately
connected with one branch of this investigation—that re-

lating to "violent and tumultuous proceedings in the Ter-
ritory "—that we were compelled to examine them.
The "laws" in the statute-books are general and spe-

cial ; the latter are strictly of a local character, relating to
bridges, roads, and the like. The great body of the gene-
ral laws are exact transcripts from the Missouri code. To
make them in some cases conform to the organic act,

separate acts were passed, defining the meaning of words.
Thus the word " State " is to be understood as meaning
" Territory ;" the words " County Court" shall be construed
to mean the board of commissioners transacting county
business, or the Probate Court, according to the intent
thereof. The words " Circuit Court " to mean " District

Court."
The material differences in the Missouri and Kansas sta-

tutes are upon the following subjects : The qualifications

of voters and of members of the legislative assembly ; the
official oath of all officers, attorneys, and voters ; the mode
of selecting olficers and their qualifications; the slave
code, and the qualifications of jurors.

Upon these subjects, the provisions of the Missouri code
are such as are usual in many of the States. But by the
" Kansas Statutes " every office in the Territory, execu-
tive and judicial, was to be appointed by the legislature,

or by some officer api)ointed by it. These appointments
were not merely to meet a temporary exigency, but were
to hold over two regular elections, and until after the
general election in October, 1857, at which the members

of the new council were to be elected. The new legisla-

ture is required to meet on the first Monday in January,
1853. Thus, by the terms of these " laws," the people
have no control whatever over either the legislature, the

executive, or the judicial departments of the Territorial

government until a time before which, by the natural pro-

gress of population, the Territorial government will be su-

perseded by a State government.
No session of the legislature is to be held during 1856,

but the members of the House are to be elected in October
of that year. A candidate, to be eligible at this election,

must swear to support the fugitive slave law ; and each
judge of election, and each voter, if challenged, must take
tlie same oath. The same oath is required of every officer

elected or appointed in the Territory, and of every attor-

ney admitted to practice in the courts.

A portion of the militia is required to muster on the day
of election. " Every free white male citizen of the United
States, and every free male Indian who is made a citizeti

by treaty or otherwise, and over the age of twenty-one
years, and who shall be an inhahitant of the Territory
and of the county and district in which he offers to vote,

and shall have paid a Territorial tax, shall be a qualified

elector for all elective offices." Two classes of persons
were thus excluded, who, by the organic act, were allowed
to vote, viz. : those who would not swear to the oath re-

quired, and those of foreign birth who had declared on
oath their intention to become citizens. Any man of
proper age who was in the Territory on the day of elec-

tion, and who had paid one dollar as a tax to the sheriff,

who was required to be at the polls to receive it, could
vote as an "inhabitant," although he had breakfasted in

Missouri, and intended to return there for supper. There
can be no douljt that this unusual and unconstitutional
provision was inserted to prevent a full and fair expres-
sion of the popular will in the election of members of the
house, or to control it by non-residents.

All jurors are required to be selected by the sheriff,

and " no person who is consoientiously opposed to the
holding of slaves, or who does not admit the right to
hold slaves in the Territory, shall be a juror in any
cause " affecting the right to hold slaves, or relating to

slave property.
The Slave Code, and every provision relating to

slaves, are of a character intolerant and unusual even
for that class of legislation. The character and con-
duct of the men appointed to hold office in the Terri-

tory contributed very much to produce the events
which followed. Thus Samuel J. Jones was appointed
sheriff of the county of Douglas, which included within
it the 1st and lid Election Districts. He had made him-
self peculiarly obnoxious to the settlers by his conduct
on the 80th of March in the lid District, and by his

burning the cabins of Joseph Oakley and Samuel Smith.
An election for delegate to Congress, to be held on

the 1st day of October, 1S55, was provided for, with the
same rules and regulations as were applied to other
elections. The Free-State men took no part in this

election, having made arrangements for holding an
election on the 9th of the same month. The citizens of
Missouri attended at the election of the 1st of October,
some paying the dollar tax, and others not being re-
quired to pay it. They were present and voted at the
voting places of Atchison and Doniphan, in Atchison
County ; at Greene Springs, Johnson County ; at Willow
Springs, Franklin, and Lecompton, in Douglas County

;

at Foit Scott, Bourbon County ; at Baptiste Paola,
Lykins County, where some Indians voted, some whites
paying the $1 tax for them ; at Leavenworth City, and
at Kickapoo City, Leavenwortli County ; at the latter
place, under the lead of Gen. B. F. Stringfellow and Col.
Lewis Barnes of Missouri. From two of the election
precints at which it was alleged there was illegal voting
—viz., Delaware and Wyandotte—your Committee
failed to obtain the attendance of witnesses. Your
Committee did not deem it necessary, in regard to this
election, to enter into details, as it was manifest that,
from there being but one candidate—Gen. Whitfield

—

he must have received a majority of the votes cast
This election, therefore, depends not on the number or
character of the votes received, but upon the validity
of the laws under which it was held. Sufficient testi-

mony was taken to show that the voting of citizens of
Missouri was practiced at this election, as at all former
elections in the Territory. The following table will ex-
hibit the result of the testimony as regards the number
of legal and illegal votes at this election. The county of
Marshall embraces the same territory as was included in

the Xlth District; and the reasons before stated indi-
cate that the great majority of the votes then cast were
either illegal or fictitious. In the counties to which our
examination extended, there were illegal votes cast,
as near as the proof will enable us to determine.
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to Congress wa3 also prepared, praying for the admission
of Kansas into the Union under that Constitution. The
Convention also provided that the question of the adop-
tion of the Constitution and other questions be submitted

to the people, and required the Executive Oommitteoto
take the necessary steps for that purpose.

Accordingly, an election was held for that purpose on

the 15th day of December, 1856, in conpliance with the

proclamation issued by the Executive Committee. The

returns of this election were made l)y the Executive Com-
mittee, and an abstract of them is contained in the fol-

lowing table

:

ABSTRACT OF THE ELECTION OX THE ADOPTION OF THE
STATE CONSTITUTION, DEC. 15, 1855.

a
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legislative assembly. Andrew 11. Reeder was put in

nomination as Teriitorial delegate to Congress, and an
election was jirovided for under the regulations pre-

scribed for the election of March 80, 1S55, excepting as

to the appointment of officers, and the persons to whom
the returns of the elections should be made. The elec-

tion was held in accordance with these regulations, and
A. H. Reeder received 2,827 votes.

The resolutions passed by this convention indicate the
state of feeling which existed in the Territory in conse-

quence of the invasion from Missouri, and the enact-
ments of the alleged legislative assembly. The language
of some of the resolutions is violent, and can only be
justified either in consequence of the attempt to enforce
the grossest acts of tyranny, or for the purpose of guard-
ing against a similar invasion in future.

In the fall of 1855, there sprang out of the existing

discords and excitement in the Territory, two secret

Free-State societies. They were defensive in their cha-
racter, and were designed to form a protection to their

members against unlawful acts of violence and assault.

One of the societies was purely of a local character, and
was confined to the town of Lawrence. Very shortly
after its organization, it produced its desired effect, and
then went out of use and ceased to exist. Both societies

were cumbersome, and of no utility except to give con-
fidence to the Free-State men, and enable them to know
and aid each other in contemplated danger. So far as
the evidence shows, they led to no act of violence in

resistance to either real or alleged laws.
On the 21st day of November, 1S55, P. M. Coleman, a.

Pro-Slavery man, and Charles W. Dow, a Free-State
man, had a dispute about the division line between their

respective claims. Several hours afterward, as Dow was
passing from a blacksmith shop toward his claim, and
by the cabin of Coleman, the latter shot Dow with a
double-barreled gun loaded with slugs. Dow was un-
armed. He fell across the road and died immediately.
This was about 1 o'clock, p.m. His dead body was al-

lowed to lie where it fell until after sundown, when it was
conveyed by Jacob Branson to his house, at which Dow
boarded. The testimony in regard to this homicide is

voluminous, and shows clearly that it was a deliberate
murder by Coleman, and that Harrison Bulkley and a
Mr. Hargous were accessories to it. The excitement
caused by it was very great among all classes of the
settlers. On the 26th, a large meeting of citizens was
held at the place where the murder was committed, and
resolutions passed tliat Coleman should be brought to
justice. In the meantime, Coleman had gone to Missouri,
and then to Gov. Shannon, at Shawnee Mission, in

Johnson County. He was there taken into custody by
a. .1. Jones, then acting as Sheriff. No warrant was issued
or exam nation had. On the day of the meeting at Hickory
Point, Harrison Bradley procured a peace warrant
against Jacob Branson, which was placed in the hands
of Jones, That same evening, after Branson had gone
to bed, Jones came to his cabin with a party of about
26 persons, among whom were Hargous and Buckley

—

burst open the door, and saw Branson in bed. He then
drew his pistol, cocked it, and presented it to Branson's
breast, and said, " You are my prisoner, and if you
move I willljlow you through." The others cocked their

guns and giithered round him, and took him prisoner.
They all mounted and went to Buckley's house. After
a time, they went on a circuitous route toward Blanton s

Bridge, stopping to " drink " on the way. As they ap-
proached the bridge, there were thirteen in the party,
several having stopped. Jones rode up to the prisoner
and, among other things, told him that he had "heard
there were one hundred men at your house to-day," and
" that he regretted they were not there, and that they
were cheated out of their sport." In the meantime, the
alarm had been given in the neighborhood of Branson's
arrest, and several of the settlers, among whom were
some who had attended the meeting at Hickory Point
that rtay, gathered together. They weje greatly excited

;

the alleged injustice of such an arrest of a quiet settler,

under a peace warrant by " Sheriff Jones," aided by two
men believed to be accessory to a murder, and who were
allowed to be at large, exasperated them, and they pro-
ceeded as rapidly as possible by a nearer route than
that taken by Jones, and stopped near the house of J. S.

Abbott, one of them. They were on foot as Jones's
party approached on a canter. The rescuers suddenly
formed across the road in front of Jones and his party.
Jones halted, and asked, " What's up?" The reply was,
" That's what we want to know. What's up?" Branson
said, " They have got me a prisoner." Some one in the
rescuing party told him to come over to their side. He
did so, and dismounted, and the mule he rode was driven
over to Jones's party; Jones then left. Of the persons
engaged in this rescue, three were from Lawrence, and

had attended the meeting. Your Committee have
deemed it proper to detail the particulars of this rescue,
as it was made the groundwork of what is known as the
Wakerusa War. On the same night of the rescue, tli»

cabins of Coleman and Buckley ware 'jurned, but by
whom, is left in ("iubt by the 'estimony.
On the morning of the rescue of Branson, Jones was

at the village of Franklin, near Lawrence. The rescue
was spoken of in the presence of Jones, and more con-
versation passed between two others in his presence, as
to whether it was most proper to send for assistance to
Col. Boone, in Missouri, or to Gov. Shannon. Jones
wrote a dispatch and handed it to a messenger. As soon
as he started, Jones said :

" That man is taking my
dispatch to Missouri, and by G—d I'll have revenge
before I see Missouri." A person present, who was
examined as a witness, complained publicly that the
dispatch was not sent to the Governor ; and within half
an hour one was sent to the Governor by Jones, through
Hargous. Within a few days, large numbers of men
from the State of Missouri gathered and encamped on
the Wakerusa. They brought with them all the equip-
ments of war. To obtain them, a party of men under
the direction of Judge T. V. Thompson broke into the
United States arsenal and armory at Liberty, Missouri,
and after a forcible detention of Captain Leonard (then
in charge), they took the cannon, muskets, rifles, powder,
harness, and indeed all the materials and munitions o1

war they desired, some of which have never been
returned or accounted for.

The chief hostility of this military foray was against
the town of Lawrence, and this was especially the case
with the officers of the law.

Your Committee can see in the testimony no reason,
excuse, or palliation for this feeling Up to this time, no
warrant or proclamation ofany kind had heen in the

hands ofany officer against any citizen ofLawrence.
No arrest had been attempted, and no writ resisted in

that town. The rescue of Branson sprang out of a
murder committed thirteen miles from Lawrence, in a
detached settlement, and neither the town nor its

citizens extended any protection to Branson's rescuers.

On the contrary, two or three days after the rescue, S.

N. Wood, who claimed public!3' to be one of the rescuing
party, wished to be arrested for the purpose of testing

the Territorial laws, and walked up to Sheriff Jones and
shook hands with him, and exchanged other courtesies.

He could have been arrested without difficulty, and it

was his design, when he went to Mr. Jones, ito be ar-

rested ; but no attempt was made to do so.

It is obvious that the only cause of this hostility is the
known desire of the citizens of Lawrence to make Kansas
a Free State, and their repugnance to laws imposed upon
them by non-residents.
Your Committee do not propose to detail the incidents

connected with this foray. Fortunately for the peace of
the country, a direct conflict between the opposing
forces was avoided by an amicable arrangement. The
losses sustained by the settlers in property taken and
time and money expended in their own defense, added
much to the trials incident to a new settlement. Many
persons were unlawfully taken and detained—in some
cases, under circumstances of gross cruelty. This was
especially so in the arrest and treatment of Dr. G. A.
Cutter and G. F. Warren. They were taken, without
cause or warrant, sixty miles from Lawrence, and when
Dr. Cutter was quite sick. They were compelled to go
to the camp at Lawrence, were put into the custody of
" Sheriff Jones," who had no process to arrest them

—

they were taken into a small room kept as a liquor shop,
which was open and very cold. That night, Jones came
in with others, and went to " playing poker at twenty-
five cents ante." The prisoners were obliged to sit up
all night, as there was no room to lie down, when the
men were playing. Jones insulted them frequently, and
told one of them he must either "tell or swing." The
guard then objected to this treatment of prisoners, and
Jones desisted. . . .

While we remained in the Territory, repeated acts of

outrage were committed upon the quiet, unoffending citi-

zens, of which we received authentic intelligence. Men
were attacked on the highway, robbed, and subsequently
imprisoned. Men were seized and searched, and their

weapons of defense taken from them without compensa-
tion. Horses were frequently taken and appropriated.

Oxen were taken from the yoke wliile plowing, and butch-

ered in the presence of their owners. One_ young man
was seized in the streets of the town of Atchison, and, un-
der circumstances of gross barbarity, was tarred and cot-

toned, and in that condition was sent to his family. AU
the provisions of the Constitution of the United States, se-

curing persons and property, are utterly disregarded. The
officers of the law, instead of protecting the people, were
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In some Instances engaged in these outrages, and in no in-

stance did we learn that any man was arrested, indicted,

or punished for any of these crimes. Wtule sucli offenses

were committed with impunity, the laws were used as a

means of indicting men for holding elections, preliminary
|

to framing a Constitution and applying for admission into

the Union as the State of Kansas. Charges of liigh trea-

son were made -against prominent citizens upon grounds

which seem to your Committee absurd and ridiculous, and
under these charges they are now held in custody and are

refused the privilege of bail. In several cases, men were
arrested in the State of Missouri, while passing on their

lawful business through that State, and detained until in-

dictments could be found in the Territory,

These proceedings were followed by an offense of still

greater magnitude. Under color of legal process, a com-
pany of about 700 armed men, the great body of whom,
your Committee are satisfied, were not citizens of the Ter-

ritory, marched into the town of Lawrence, under Mar-
shal Donaldson and S. J. Jones, officers claiming to act

under the law, and bombarded and then burned to the

ground a valuable hotel and one private house ; destroyed

two printing presses and material ; and then, being re-

leased by the officers, whose posse they claimed to be, pro-

ceeded to sack, piUage, and rob houses, stores, trunks, etc.,

even to the clothing of women and children. Some of the

letters thus unlawfully taken were private ones, written by
the contesting Delegate, and they were offered in evidence.

Your Committee did not deem that the persons holding

them had any right thus to use them, and refused to be

made the instruments to report private letters thus ob-

tained.

This force was not resisted, because it was coUected^and

marshaled under the forms of law. But this act of bar-

barity, unexampled in the history of our Government, was
followed by its natural consequences. All the restraints

which American citizens are accustomed to pay even to

the appearance of law, were thrown off ; one act of vio-

lence led to another ; homicides became frequent. A
party under H. C. Pate, composed chiefly of citizens of

Missouri, were taken prisoners by a party of settlers ; and
while your Committee were at Westport, a company chiefly

of Missourians, accompanied by the acting Delegate, went
to relieve Pate and his party, and a collision was prevented

by the United States troops. Civil war has seemed im-

pending in the Territory. Nothing can prevent so great a
calamity but the presence of a large force of United States

troops, under a commander who will with prudence and
discretion quiet the excited passions of both parties, and
expel with force the armed bands of lawless men coming
from Missouri and elsewhere, who with criminal pertina-

city infest that Territory.

In some cases, and as to one entire election district, the

condition of the country prevented the attendance of

witnesses, who were either arrested or detained while obey-

ing our process, or deterred from so doing. The Sergeant-

at-Arms, who served the process upon them, was himself

arrested or detained for a short time by an armed force,

claiming to be a part of the posse of the Marshal, but

was allowed to proceed upon an examination of his pa-

pers, and was furnished with a pass, signed by " Warren
D. Wilkes, of South Carolina." John Upton, another offi-

cer of the Committee, was subsequently stopped by a law-

less force on the borders of the Territory, and after being

detained and treated with great indignity, was released.

He also was furnished with a pass signed by two citizens

of Missouri, and addressed to "Pro-Slavery men." By
reason of these disturbances, we were delayed in Westport,

80 that while in session there, our time was but partially

occupied.
But the obstruction which created the most serious em-

ban-assment to your Committee, was the attempted arrest

of Gov. Ileeder, the contesting Delegate, upon a writ of

attachment issued against him by Judge Lecompte, to com-
pel his attendance as a witness before the Grand Jury of

Douglas County. William Fane, recently from the State

of Georgia, and claiming to be tiie Deputy Marshal, came
into the room of the Committee, while Gov. Reeder was
examining a witness before us, and producing the writ re-

quired Gov. Reeder to attend him. Subsequent events
have only strengthened the conviction of your Committee,
that this was a wanton and unlawful interference by the

Judge who issued the writ, tending greatly to obstruct a full

and fair investigation. Gov. Reeder and Gen. AVhitfield

alone were fully possessed of that local information which
would enable us to elicit the whole truth, and it was obvi-

tus to every one that any event which would separate
either of them from the Committee, would necessarily hin-

der, delay, and embarrass it. Gov. Reeder chii-aied that,

tinder the circumstances in which he was placed, he was
privileged from arrest except for treason, felony, or breach
of the peace. As this was a question of privilege, proper
for the Com'ts, or for the privileged person alone to deter-

mine on his peril, we declined to give hira any pivMection

or take any action in the matter. He refused to obey the

writ, believing it to be a mere pretense to get the custody
of his person, and fearing, as he alleged, that he would be
wsassinated by lawless bands of men then gathering in

and near Lecompton. He then left the Territory.

Subsequently, H. Miles Moore, an attorney in Leaven-
worth City, but for several years a citizen of Weston, Mo.,
kindly furnished the Committee information as to the resi-

dence of persons voting at the elections, and in some cases

examined witnesses before us. He was arrested on the
streets of that town by an armed band of about thirty

men, headed by W. D. Wilkes, without any color of au-

thority, confined, with other citizens, under a military

guard for twenty-four hours, and then notified to leave the

Territory. His testimony was regarded as important, and
upon his sworn statement that it would endanger his per-

son to give it openly, the majority of your Committee
deemed it proper to examine him ex-parte, and did so.

By reason of these occurrences, the contestant and the
party with and for whom he acted, were unrepresented be-
fore us during a greater portion of the time, and your
Committee were required to ascertain the truth in the best

manner they could.

Your Committee report the following facts and conclu-
sions as established by the testimony

:

First. That each election in the Territory, held under
the organic or alleged Territorial law, has been carried by
organized invasions from the State of Blissouri, by which
the people of the Territory have been prevented from
exercising the rights secured to them by the organic
law.

Second That the allesjed Territorial Legislature was
an illegally-con^tituted bodj^, and had no power to pass
valid laws, and their enactments are, therefore, null and
void.

Third. That these alleged laws have not, as a general
thing, been used to protect persons and property and to

punish wrong, but for unlawful purposes.

Fourth. That the election under which the sitting Dele-
gate, John W. Whitfield, holds his seat, was not held in

pursuance of any valid law, and that it should be regarded
only as the expression of the choice of those resident citi-

zens who voted for him.

Fifth. That the election under which the contesting
Delegate, Andrew H. Reeder, claims his seat, was not held
in pursuance of law, and that it should be regarded only
as the expression of the choice of the resident citizens who
voted for him.

Sixth. That Andrew H. Reeder received a greater num-
ber of votes of resident citizens than John W. Whitfield,

for Delegate.
Se/venth. That in the present condition of the Territory,

a fair election cannot be held without a new census, a
stringent and well-guarded election law, the selection of

impartial Judges, and the presence of United States troops

at every place of election.

Eighth. That the various elections held by the people
of the Territory preliminary to the formation of the Stat-e

Government have been as regular as the disturbed condi-

tion of the Territory would allow ; and that the Constitu-

tion passed by the Convention, held in pursuance of said

elections, embodies the will of a majority of the people.

As it is not the province of your Committee to suggest

remedies for the existing troubles in the Territory of Kan-
sas, they content themselves with the foregoing statement
of facts.

All of wliich is respectfully submitted.
Wm. a. H0W.1RD,
John Sherm.is.

The Free-State Constitution framed at To-

peka for Kansas, by the Convention called by

the Free-State party, (as set forth in the fore-

going documents,) was in due season submitted

to Congress—Messrs. Andrew H. Reeder (ilie

Free-State Territorial delegate) and James H.

Lane having been chosen by the first Fre«-State

Legislature, Senators of the United States, and

Mr. M. W. Delahay elected Representative in the

House, by the Free-State men of Kansas.

Of course, these were not entitled to their seats

until the aforesaid instrument (known as the
" Topeka Constitution") should be accepted by
Congress, and the State thereupon admitted

into the Union. This Constitution, being lorm.

ally presented in either House, was received and
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foferred to their respect ve Committees on Ter-

1

litories; but the accompanying Memorial from
|

the Free-State Legislature, setting forth the

grounds of the application, and pl-aying for ad-

mission as a Slate, was, after having been re-

ceived by the Senate, reconsidered, rejected,

and returned to Col. Lane, on the allegation

that material changes had been made in it since

it left Kansas. The Senate, in like manner, re-

jected repeated motions to accept the Constitu-

tion, and thereupon admit Kansas as a Free

State—there never being more than Messrs.

Hamlin and Fessenden, of Maine, Hale and Bell,

of New-Hampshire, Collamer and Foot, of Ver-

mont, Sumner and Wilson, of Mass., Foster,

of Connecticut, Seward and Fish, of New-York,
Wade, of Ohio, Durkee and Dodge, of Wiscon-
sin, Trumbull, of Illinois, and Harlan, of Iowa,

(16) Senators in favor of such admission, and
these never all present at the same time.

In the House—the aforesaid Constitution and
Memorial having been submitted to the Com-
mittee on Territories—its Chairman, Mr. Grow,
of Penna., from a majority of said Committee,
reported in favor of the admission of Kansas
under such Constitution, as a Free State ; and
after debate the Previous Question thereon was
ordered (June 28th) by a vote of 98 Ayes to

63 Noes. Previous to this, however, Mr. Ste-

phens, of Georgia, had proposed, as an amend-
ment or substitute, a radically different bill,

contemplating the appointment by the Presi-

dent and Senate of five Commissioners, who
should repair to Kansas, take a census of the

inhabitants and legal voters, and thereupon pro-

ceed to apportion, during the month of Septem-
ber, 1856, the delegates (62) to form a Consti-

tutional Convention, to be elected by the legal

voters aforesaid ; said delegates to be chosen
on the day of the Presidential election (Tues-

day, Nov. 4th, 1856), and to assemble in Con-
vention on the first Monday in December, 1856,

to form a State Constitution. The bill proposed,

also, penalties for illegal voting at said election.

To this substitute-bill,' Mr. Dunn, of Indiana,

proposed the following amendment, to come in

at the end as an additional section

:

Sec. 18,

—

And I>6 itfurther enacted, That so much of

the fourteenth section and of the thirty-second section of

the act passed at the first session of the Thirty-Third Con-
gress, commonly called the Kansas and Nebraska act, as

reads as follows : " Except the eighth section of the act

preparatory to the admission of Missouri into the Union,
approved March 6, 182i), which, being inconsistent with
the principle of non-intervention by Congress with
Slavery in the States and Territories, as recognized by
the legislation of 1S50, commonly called the Compromise
Measures, is Jiereby declared inoperative and void ; it

being the true intent and meaning of this act not to legis-

late Slavery into any State or Territory, or to exclude it

therefrom, but to leave the people thereof perfectly free

to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their

own way, subject only to the Constitution of the United
States : Provided, That nothing herein contained shall

be construed to revive or put in force any law or regula-

tion which may have existed prior to the act of Gtli of

March, 1820, either protecting, establishing, prohibiting,

or abolishing Slavery," be, and the same is hereby, re

pealed. Povided, That any person or persons lawfully

held to service within either of the Territories named in

said act shall be discharged from such service, if they shall

not be removed and kept out of said Territories within

twelve months from the passage of this act.

Mr. Dunn's amendment to the Stephens

amendment or substitute, was carried ; Yeas,

109 ; Nays, 102.

Mr. Stephens's substitute, as thus amended bv
its adversaries, was abandoned by its original

friends, and received but two votes—those of

Messrs. George G. Dunn, of Indiana, and John
Scott Harrison, of Ohio—Nays, 210.

Mr. Dunn had previously moved a reference

of the bill to the Conmiittee of the Whole on
the state of the Union. This was now defeated :

Yeas, 101 ; Nays, lu9.

Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, now moved that the
1)ill do lie on the table, which was defeated.

Yeas, 106; Nays, 107 ;
(Barclay of Pennsyl-

vania, Dunn of Indiana, Haven and Williams,

of New-York.— Yeas : Bayard Clarke, of New-
York, Hickman and Millward, of Pennsylvania,

Moore, of Ohio, and Scott, of Indiana.

—

Nays :

Scott Harrison, of Ohio, not voting. Wells of

Wisconsin, absent). The House now refused

to adjourn by 106 to 102; and, after a long

struggle, the final question was reached, and the

bill rejected: Yeas, 106 ; Nays, 107.

So the bill was lost.

July Int.—Mr. Barclay, (Dem.) of Pennsyl-

vania rose to a privileged niolioii. He moved
a reconsideration of the preceding vote, l)y

which the Free-Kansas bill had been rejected.

A stormy debate ensued, in the midst of which

Mr. Howard, of Michigan, rose to a question of

higher privilege (as affecting the right of a

member [delegate] to his seat) and submitted

the report of the Kansas Investigating Com-
mittee (already given). The Speaker sustained

the motion, and the House su.stained the

Speaker. The report was thereupon presented

and read, consuming a full day.

July 'Srd.—The question of reconsidering the

vote defeating the Free-Kansas bill was again

reached. Mr. Houston, of Alabama, moved that

it do lie on the table ; defeated : Yeas, 97
;

Nays, 102. The main question was then order-

ed: Yeas, 101 ; Nays, 98; and the reconsidera-

tion carried: Yeas, lul ; Nays, 99. The previous

question on the passage of the bill was now
ordered : Yeas, 99 ; Nays, 96 ; a motion by
Mr. McQueen, of South Carolina, to lay the bill

on the table was defeated : Yeas, 97 ; Nays,

100 ; and then the bill was finally ^as.seJ : Yeas,

99; Nays. 97.

Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved the recon-

sideration of this vote, and that the motion to

reconsider do lie on the table, which was per-

mitted, without further division.

Jwii-e oOth.—Mr. Douglas reported to the

Senate on several bills submitted by Messrs.

Clayton, Tombs, and others, for the pacifica-

tion of the Kansas troubles, as also decidedly

against Gov. Seward's proposition to admit

Kansas as a Free State, under her Topeka Con-

stitution. Mr. Collamer, being the minority of

the Territorial Committee, made a brief and
pungent counter-report. Mr. Douglas gave
notice that he would ask for a final vote on the

day after the ne.\t.

July Ist.—BiW debated by Messrs. Thompson
of Ky., Hale of N H., Bigler of Pa., Adams of

Miss., and Crittenden of Ky.

July 2d.—Debate continued through the day
and following night, the majority resisting all

motions to adjourn. Messrs. Wade, Pugh,
Briggs, Bigler, Toombs, Clayton, Crittenden,

Bell, Seward. Hale, and nearly half the Senate
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participatfti. Au anaendment moved by Mr.

Adams, of Miss., the day before, striking out so

much of the bill as secures the Right of Suf-

frage, in the proposed reorganization of Kansas,

to alien residents who shall have declared their

intention to become citizens, and renounced

all allegiance to foreign governments, was
adopted: Yeas, 22; Nays, 16.

Some time in the morning of July 3d, the fol-

lowing amendment, reduced to shape by Mr.

Geyer, of Mo., was added to the 18'th section of

the bill—only Brown, of Miss., Fitzpatrick, of

Ala., and Mason, of Va., voting against it:

Yeas, 40. It provides that

No law shall be made or have force or effect in Baid

Territory [of Kansas] which shall require any attesta-

tion or oath to support any act of Congress or other

legislative act, as a qualification for any civil office,

public trust, or for any employment or profession, or to

serve as a juror, or vote at an election, or whichshall
impose any tax upon, or condition to, the exercise of

the right of suffrage, by any qualified voter, or which
shall restrain or prohibit the free discussion of any law
or subject of legislation in the said Territory, or the free

expression of opinion thereon by the people of said Ter-

ritory.

Mr. Trumbull, of 111., moved the following

:

And he it further enacted. That it was the true in-

tent and meaning of the " act to organize the Territories

of Nebraska and Kansas," not to legislate Slavery into

Kansas, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the

people thereof perfectly free through their T-erritorial

Legislature to regulate the institution of Slavery in their

own way, subject to the Constitution of the United
States ; and that, until the Territorial Legislature acts

upon the subject, the owner of a slave in one of the

Slates has no right or authority to take such slave into

the Territory of Kansas, and there hold him as a slave
;

but every slave taken to the Territory of Kansas by his

owner for purposes of settlement is hereby declared to be
free, unless there is some valid act of a duly constituted

Legislative Assembly of said Territory, under which he
may be held as a slave.

The Yeas and. Nays being ordered, the pro-

position was voted down—Yeas, 9; Nays, 34

—

as follows:

Ybas.—Messrs. Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale,
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—9.

Nays.—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, Bell of Ten-
nessee, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead,
Biowu, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans,
Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of
Iowa, Mallory, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Tliompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller Wright,
and yulee—34. • ..

Mr. Trumbull then proposed that the Kansas-
Nebraska act

was intended to, and does, confer upon, or leave to, the
people of the Territory of Kansas full power, at any time,
through itj Territorial Legislature, to exclude Slavery
from said Territory, or to recognize and regulate it there-
in.

This, too, was voted down. Mr. Trumbull
then proposed the following

:

And be itfurther enacted. That all the acts and pro-
ceedings of all and every body of men heretofore assem-
bled i.T said Territory of Kansas, and claiming to be a
Legislative Assembly tliereof, with authority to pass laws
for the government of said Territory, are hereby declared
to be utterly null and void. And no person shall hold
any office, or exercise any authority or jurisdiction in

said Territory, under or by virtue of any power or
authority derived from such Legislative Assembly ; nor
shall the members thereof exercise any power or authority
as such.

This, too, was voted down, as follows:

Yeas.—Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, CoUamer,
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, Trumbull,
Wade, and Wdson—11.

Navs.—Messrs. Adams, Allen, Bayard, B«U of Ten-
nessee, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown,
Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fitz-

patrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa,
Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller,

Wright, and Yulee—S6.

Mr. Foster, of Connecticut, moved the follow-

ing amendment

:

Skc.—And &€ it further enacted. That, until the in-

habitants of said Territory shall proceed to hold a Con-
vention to form a State Constitution according to the pro-
visions of this act, and so long as said Territory remains
a Territory, the following sections contained-in chapter
one hundred and fifty-one, in the volume transmitted to

the Senate, by the President of the United States, as con-
taining the laws of Kansas, be, and the sarne are hereby,
declared to be utterly null and void, viz. :

"§12. If any free person, by speaking or by writing, as-
sert or maintain that persons have not the right to hold slaves
in this Territory, or shall introduce into this Territory any book,
paper, magazine, pamphlet, or circular, containmg any denial
of the right of persons to hold slaves In this Territory, such
persons shall be deemed guilty of felony, and punished by Im-
prisoument at hard labor for a term of not less than two years.

"§13. No person who-is conscientiously opposed to hold-
ing slaves, or who does not admit the right to hold slaves in
this Territory, shall sit as a juror on the trial, of any pro-
secution for "the violation of any one of the sectioni; of this

act."

This was rejected [as superfluous, or covered
by a former amendment,] as follows:

Yeas.—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New-Hampshire, Clay-
ton, CoUaraer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale,
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson— 13.

Nays.—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler,

Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass, Clay, Dodge, Douglas,
Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson,
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Raid, Sebas-
tian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs,
Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—32.

Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts, moved that the

whole bill be stricken out and another inserted

instead, repealing all the Territorial laws of

Kansas.
Rejected : Yeas, 8, (Bell, of New:Hampshire,

CoUamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Seward,
Wade, and Wilson ;) Nays, 35.

Mr. Seward moved to strike out the whole
bill, and insert instead one admitting Kansas as

a Free State, under the Topeka Constitution :

Defeated—Yeas, 11 ; Nays, 36—as follows :

Yeas.—Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, CoUamer
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward, Trumbull,
Wade, and Wilson—11.

Nays.—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Belief Tennessee, Ben-
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass,

Clay, Clayton, Crittenden, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, Fitz-

patrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa,
Mallory, Mason, Pratt, Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller,
Wright, and Yulee—36.

The bill was now reported as amended, and
the amendment made in Conamittee of the

Whole concurred in. The bill was then (8 a.

M.) ordered to be engrossed and read a third

time; and, .on the question of its final passage,

the vote stood—Yeas, 33 ; Nays, 12—as follows

:

Yeas.—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell of Tennessee, Ben-
jamin, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Cass,
Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Geyer,
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Pratt,
Pugh, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Ken-
tucky, Toombs, Toucey, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—33.

Nays.—Messrs. Bell of New-Hampshire, CoUamer,
Dodge, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Seward,
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—12.

The bill was then sent to the House. It pro-

vides that five competent persons appointed by
the President, shall take a census of the legal

voters of the Territory on the 4th of July, 1856,

these to be apportioned into 52 districts, for the

purpose of electing delegates to form a State

Constitution ; it imposes penalties for using

force or threats to influence any qualified voter
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in giving his vote, or to deter him from going

to the polls ; the delegates elected under this

act to assemble in Convention on the 1st Mon-
day of December, 1856, to fii^t determine by I

vote whether it is expedient to forra a State

Constitution and Government, and if it is

decided to be expedient, to proceed lo form a

Constitution and.Government for the State of

Kansas, with the boundaries defined in this act.

The bill was never acted on in the House, but

lay on the Speaker's table, untouched, when the

session terminated by adjournment, Monday,
Aug. 18th.

Jidy 8th.—In Senate, Mr. Douglas reported

back from the Committee on Territories the

House bill to admit Kansas as a State, with an
amendment striking out all after the enacting

clause, and inserting instead the Senate bill

(No. 356) just referred to.

Mr. Hale, of N. H., moved to amend this

substitute by providing that all who migrate to

the Territory prior to July '4th, 1857, shall be
entitled to a vote in determining the character
of the institutions of Kansas. Lost: Yeas, 13

;

Nays, 32.

Mr. Trumbull, of 111., moved that all the Terri-

torial laws of Kansas be repeakd and the Terri-

torial ofiBcers dismissed. Rejected : Yeas, 12
;

Nays, 32.
•

Mr. Collamer, of Vt., proposed an amendment,
prohibiting Slavery in all that portion of the

Louisiana purchase north of 36° 30' not in-

cluded in the Territory of Kansas. Rejected

—

Yeas, 12 ; Nays, 30—as follows :

Yeas—Messrs. Bell of N. H., Collamer, Dodge, Fes-
senden, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Seward, Trum-
bull and Wade.
Nats—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bright,

Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Clay, Crittenden, Douglas, Fitz-

patrick, Geyer, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson, Jones of Iowa,
Jones of Tenn., Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pugh^ Eeid, Se-
bastian, SlldeU, Stuart, Thompson of Ky., Toombs,AVeller,
and Yulee.

The substitute reported by Mr. Douglas was
then agreed to—Yeas, 32 ; Nays, 13—and the

bill in this shape passed.

[This amendment was not concurred in nor
ever acted on by the House.]

July 2<J</i.—Mr. Dunn, of lud., called up a bill

" To reorganize the Territory of Kansas and for

other purposes," which he had originally (July

7th) proposed as a substitu*e for the Senate bill

(No 356) aforesaid. Its length, and the substan-

tial identity of many of its provisions with those

of other bills organizing Teri-itories contained
in this volume, dissuade us from quoting it

entire. It provides for a legislative election on
the first Tuesday in November next ; and sec-

tion 15 proceeds:

§ 15. And be it further enacted. That all suits, pro-
cesses, and proceedings, civil and criminal, at law and
in chancery, and all indictments and informations which
shall be pending and undetermined in the courts of the
Territory of Kansas or of New-Mexico, when this act
shall take effect, shall remain in said courts where pend-
ing, to be heard, tried, prosecuted, and determined in

sueh courts as though this act had not been passed :

Provided, nevertheless. That all criminal prosecutions
now pending in any of the courts of the Territory of Kan-
sas imputing to any person or persons the crime of trea-
son against the United States, and all criminal prosecu-
tions, by information or indictment, against any person or
persons for anj' alleged violation or disregard whatever of
what are usually known as the laws of the Legislature of
Kansas, shall be forthwith dismissed by the courts where
6uct prosecutions may be pending, and every person

who may be restrained of his 11 rerty by reason of said
prosecutions, shall be released herefrom without delay.
Nor shall there hereafter be instituted any criminal
prosecution, in any of the courts of the United States, or

of said Territory, against any person or persons for any
such charge of treason in said Territory prior to the pas-
sage of this act, or any violation or disregard of sait'

Legislative enactment^ at any time.

§ 23 grants to every actual settler a right of

preemption to the quarter-section of public
land improved and occupied by him in sail'

Territory of Kansas, prior to Jan. 1st, 1858.

The two last and most important sections of
Mr. Dunn's bill are verbatim as follows :

§ 24. And be it further enacted. That so much of the
fourteenth section, and also so much of the thirty-second
section, of the act passed at the first session of the thirty-

third Congress,commonly known as the Kansas-Nebraska
act, as reads as follows, to wit :

" Except the eighth sec-

tion of theact preparatory to the admission of Missouri
into the Union, approved March 6, 1820, which being in-

consistent with the principle of non-intervention by Con-
gress with Slavery in the States and Territories as recog-
nized by the legislation of 1S50, commonly called the
Coippromise Measures, is hereby declared inoperative
and void ; it being the true intent and meaning of this

act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or State,

nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people there-

of perfectly free to form and regulate their domestic in-

stitutions in their own way, subject only to the Consti-

tution of the United States: Provided, That nothing
herein contained shall be construed to revive or put in

force any law or regulation which may have existed

prior to the act of 6th March, 1S20, either protecting, es-

tablishing, prohibiting or abolishing slavery"—be and the

same is hereby repealed, and the said eiglith section of
said act of the 6th of March, 1820, is hereby revived and
declared to be in full force and effect within the said

Territories of Kansas and Nebraska : Provided, how-
ever. That any person lawfully held to service in either

of said Territories shall not be discharged from such
service by reason of such repeal and revival of said
eighth section, if such person shall be permanently re-

moved from such Territory or Territories prior to the 1st

day of January, 1S58 : and any child or children born
in either of said Territories, of any female lawfully held
to service, if in like manner removed without said Terri-

tories before the expiration of that date, shall not be,

by reason of anything in this act, emancipated from
any service it might have owed had this act never been
•passed: And provided further, IhaX any person law-
fully held to service in any other State or Territory of the
United States, and escaping into either the Territory of

Kansas or Nebraska, may be reclaimed and removed to

the person or place where such service is due, under any
law of the United States which shall be in force upon
the subject

§ 25. And beitfurther enacted, That all other parts ot

the aforesaid Kansas-Nebraska act which lelate to the
said Territory of Kansas, and every other law or usage
having, or which is pretended to have, any force or effect

in said Territory in conflict with the provisions or the
spirit of this act, except such laws of Congress and treaty
stipulations as relate to the Indians, are hereby repealed
and declared void.

Mr. Dunn, having carried a reference to the

Committee of the Whole, of a bill introduced

by Mr. Grow, repealing all the acts of the al-

leged Territorial Legislature of Kansas, now
moved and carried a reconsideration of that

vote, and proceeded to the striking out of

Mr. Grow's bill and the insertion of his own as

a substitute. The motion prevailed. Where-
upon Mr. Dunn moved the previous question on
ordering this bill to be engrossed and read a
third time, which prevailed—Yeas, 92 ; Nays, 86
—and then the bill passed—Yeas, 88 ; Nays, 74.

This bill was not acted on by the Senate.

The House, iu the course of its action on the
several Annual Appropriation bills, affixed to

several of them, respectively, provisos, abol-

ishing, repealing or suspending the various ob-
noxious acts of the Territorial Legislature

; but

all these were resisted by the Senate aad werr
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ultimately given up by th;- House, save one
appropriating $20,000 for the pay and expenses
of the next Territorial Legislature, which the
Senate gave up, on finding itself in serious dis-

agreement with the House, and thus secured
the passage of the Civil Appropriation bill.

Finally, the two Houses were at odds, on a pro-
viso forbidding the employment of the Army to
enforce the acts of the Shawnee Mission assem-
blage, claiming to be a Territorial Legislature
of Kansas, when at noon on the 18th of Au-
gust the speaker's hammer fell, anouncing the
termination of the session, leaving the Army
bill unpassed. But President Pierce imme-
diately issued a proclamation convening an extra
session on the 21st (Thursday), when the two
Houses reconvened accordingly,and a full quo-
rum of each was found to be present. Th-e

House promptly repassed the army bill, again
affixing a proviso forbiding the use of the army
to enforce the disputed Territorial laws, which
proviso the Senate as promptly struck out, and
the House as promptly reinserted. The Senate
insisted on its disagreement, but asked no con-
ference, and the House (Aug. 22d) by a close
vote decided to adhere to its proviso : Yeas, 97

;

Nays, 93 ; but one of the yeas (Bocock of Va.)
was so given in order to be able to move a re-

consideration ; so that the true division was
96 to 94, which was the actual division on a
motion by Mr. Cobb of Ga. that the House re-

cede from its position. Finally, a motion to
reconsider was made and laid on the table

;

Yeas, 9*7
; Nays, 96 ; and the House thereupon

adjourned.

Auff. 23d.—The Senate also voted to ad-
here : Yeas, 35 ; Nays, 9.

Mr, Clayton proposed a committee of Confer-
ence, to which Mr. Seward objected. No ac-
tion.

In the House, Mr. Campbell, of Ohio, proposed
ii similiar Committee of .Conference. Objected
to.

Mr. Cobb, of Ga., moved that the House re-

cede from its Kansas proviso. Defeated : Yeas,
97 ; Nays, 100. Adjourned.'
The struggle for the passage of the bill with

or without the proviso continued until Saturday,
August 30th, when, several members, hostile

to the proviso, and hitherto absent, unpaired,
having returned, the House again passed the
Army bill with the proviso modified as follows :

Provided, however, that no part of the military force
of the United States, for the support of which appro-
priations are made by this act, shall be employed in aid
of the enforcement of any enactments heretofore made
by the body claiming to be the Territorial Legislature
of ICansas.

The bill passed as reported (under the Pre-
vious Question) : Yeas, 99 ; Nays, 79 ; and was
sent to the Senate, where the above proviso
was stricken out : Yeas, 26 ; Nays, 7 ; and the
bill thus returned to the House, when the Sen-
ate's amendment was concurred in: Yeas, 101

;

Nays, 97.

So the proviso was beaten at last, and the bill

passed, with no restriction on the President's
discretion in the use of the Army in Kansas

;

just as all attempts of the House to direct

the President to hsive a. nolle prosequi entered
in the ease of the Free-State prisoners in Kan-
sas charged with aiding the formation and

adoption of the Free-State constitution as afore-

said, had been previously beaten, aftor prevad-
ing in the House—the Senate striking them out
and the House (by union of nearly all the s\ip-

porters of Fillmore with nearly or quite all

those supporting Buchanan) finally acquiescing.

The 34th Congress reassembled on the 1st of

December. Since the adjournment from tlie

last session the presidential election had taken

place, resulting in the election of James
Buchanan as President. The popular vote gave
neither of the three candidates a majority. In

the Free States the election was hotly contested

and a very large vote polled. In the Southern
States the vote was small, as no issue was pre-

sented to the people, it being claimed by
their respective partisans, that both the candi-

dates (Buchanan and Fillmore) voted for in

that section were equally Pro-Slavery. But the

pro-slavery leaders had declared in favor of
Buchanan, and he consequently received large

majorities in nearly every Slave State.

On the first day of the session, Kansas affairs

came up in the House on an objection to admit
J. W. Whitfield to a seat as a delegate, the ob-

jection being that the border ruffian laws under
which he had been elected were " null and
void."

Mr. Grow spoke against admitting Whitfield,

and quoted from a speech of Mr. Clayton (a

short time before his decease) in the Senate.

Mr. Clayton, in speaking of these laws, said

:

Now, sir, let me allude to that subject which is the
great cause of all this discord between the two Houses.
The unjutit iniquitotis, oppressive Mid infamoiix law>i

enacted by the Kans;is Legislature, as it is called, ought
to be repealed before we adjouni."
What are these laws? Oue of lliem sends a man to hard
labor for not less than two yeais fur Uanhg to discuss

the question whether Slavery exists, or does not exist,

in Kansas : not less than two years—it may be fifty ; and
if a man could live as old as Methuselah, it might be
over nine hundred years. That act prohibits all freedom
of discussion in Kansas on the great subject directly re-

ferred to the exclusive decision of the people in that

Territory ; strikes down the liberty of the press too ; and
is an act egregiously tyrannical as ever was attempted
by any of the Stuarts, Tudors or Plantagenets of En-
gland, and this Senate persists in declaring that we are
not to repeal that

!

Sir, let us tender to the House of Representatives the
repeal of that and all other objectionable and infamous
laws that were passed by that Legislature. I include in

this denunciation, without any hesitation, those acta

which prescribe that a man shall not even practice law
in the Territory unle|| he swears to support the Fugitive

Slave Law ; that he shall not vote at any election, or be
a member of the Legislature, unless he swears to support
the Fugitive Slave Law ; that he shall not hold any office

of honor or trust there, unless he swears to support the
Fugitive Slave Law; and you may as well impose just

such a test oath for any other and every other law. . .

I will not go through the whole catalogue of the oppres-

sive laws of this Territory. I have done that before to-

day. There are others as bad as these to which I have
now referred I will not, on the other hand,
ever degrade myself by standing for an instant by those

abominable and infamoivS laws which I denounced
here this morning. What I desire now is, that the Senate
of the United States shall wash its hands of all participa-

tion in these iniquities by repealing those laws.

On Dec. 2nd, President Pierce sent his annual

message to the two Houses of Congress. In le

ferring to the late election, the President says:

It is impossible to misapprehend the great principle*

which, by their recent political action, the people of thi

United States have sanctioned and announced.
They have asserted the Constitutional equality of eacl

and all of the States of the Union as States ; they hav»
affirmed the constitutional equality of each and all of

I the citizens of the United States as citizens, wbatevet
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their reUgion, wherever their birth, or their residence ; I problems of social Institutions Dolltical economr anHthey have maintained the inviolability of the constitui I statesmanship they treat with unreason 'hie huem^^tional rights of tlie different sections of the Union; and ranee of tho'^ght Ld fang^ .ge Ex.re"^^^^^thev have nroclflimpfl th»;r Ho^rntori onri „„„it„,„»,i„ „» I. tt- ? . . .'. "<= ^. l'^; '^^l'^'^
"'^'* oi geithey have proclaimed their devoted and unalterable at-

tachment to the Union and the Constitution, as objects
of interest superior to all subjects of local or sectional
controversy, as the safeguard of the rights of all as the
spirit and true essence of the liberty, peace, and great-
ness of the Republic.
In doing this, they have, at the same time, emphati-

cally condemned the idea of organising in these United
States mere geographical parties ; of marshaUing in hos-
tile array towards each other the different parts of the
country. North or South, East or West.
Schemes of this nature, fraught with incalculable mis-

chief, and which- the considerate sense of the people has
rejected, could have had countenance in no part of the
country, had they not been disguised by suggestions
plausible in appearance, acting upon an excited state of
the public mind, induced by causes temporary in their
character, and it is to be hoped transient in their influ-
ence.

Perfect liberty of association for political objects and
the widest scope of discussion are the received and ordi-
nary conditions of government in our country. Our in-
stitutions, framed in the spirit of confidence in the intel-
ligence and integrity of the people, do not forbid citizens,
either individually or associated together, to attack by
writing, speech, or any other methods short of physical
force, the Constitution and the very existence of the

. l^S' u u'^®''
^^^ shelter of this great liberty, and pro-

tected by the laws and usages of the government they
assail, associations have been formed in some of the
btates, of individuals who, pretending to seek only to
prevent the spread of the institution of Slavery into the
present or future inchoate States of the Union, are really
inflamed with desire to change the domestic institutions
of existing States. To accompUsh their objects, they
dedicate themselves to the odious task of depreciating
the trovernment organization which stands in their way,
and of calumniating, with indiscriminating invective, not

?u^
the citizens of particular States, with whose laws

they hnd fault, but all others'of their fellow-citizens
throughout the country, who do not participate with
them in their assaults upon the Constitution, framed and
adopted by our fathers, and claiming for the privileges
It has secured, and the blessings it has conferred, the
steady support and grateful reverence of their -chUdren.
Ihey seek an object which they well know to be'a revo-
lutionary one. They are perfectly aware that the change
in the relative condition of the white and black races in
the slaveholding States, which they would promote, is
beyond their lawful authority; that to them it is- a for-
eign object; that It cannot be effected by any peaceful
iiisiruraentality of theirs

; that for them, and the States
of which they are citizens, the only path to its accom-
plishment IS through burning cities, and ravaged fields
imd slaughtered populations, and all there is mosfterri-

j'u ^°'"'^'S°' compUcated with civil and servile war-
and that the first step in the attempt is the forcible dis-
ruption of a country embracing in its broad bosom a
degree of hberty, and an amount of Individual and pub-
5ic prosperity to which there is no parallel in history,
and substitutmg m its place hostile governments, driven
at once and inevitably into mutual devastation and
fratricidal carnage, transforming Ae now peaceful and
fehcitous brotherhood into a vast permanent camp ofarmed men, hke the rival monarchies of Europe and
Asia. Well knowing that such, and such only, are themeans and the consequences of their plans and purposes,
they endeavor to prepare the people. of the United
States for civil war by doing everything in their power
to deprive the Constitution and the laws of moral
authority, and to undermine the fabric of the Union by
appeals to passion and sectional prejudice, by indoctrin-
ating Its people with reciprocal hatred, and by educat-
ing them to stand face to face as enemies, rather than
shoulder to shoulder as friends.

It is by the agency of such unwarrantable interference,
foreign and domestic, that the minds of many, otherwise
good citizens, have been so inflamed into the passionate
sondemnation of the domestic institutions of the Southern
States, as at length to pass insensibly to almost equally
pasBionnte hostility toward their fellow-citizens of those
atates, and thus, finally, to fall into the temporary fel-
lowship with the avowed and active enemies of the Con-
stitution. Ardently attached to liberty in the abstract.
they do not stop to consider practically how the objects
they would attain can be accomplished, nor to reflect
that, even if the evil were as great as they deem it, they
have no remedy to apply, and that it can be only aggra-
vated by their violence and unconstitvtional action A
<lue8tioa which i£ one of the most difficult of all' the

tremes. Violent attack from the North finds its inevitable
consequence in the growth of a spirit of angry defiance at
the South. Tlius, in the progress of events, we had
reached the qonsummation which the voice of the people
has now so pointedly rebuked, of the attempt of a portion
of the States, by a sectional organization and movement,
to usurp the control of the (iovernment of the United
States.

I confidently believe that the great body of those who
inconsiderately took this fatal step are sincerely attached
to the Constitution and the Union. They would, upon
deliberation, shrink with unaffected horror from any con-
scious act of disunion or civil war. But they liave
entered into a path which leads howhere, unless it be to
Civil war and disunion, and which has no other possible
outlet. They have pi-oceeded. thus far in that direction
in consequence of tlie successive stages of their progress
haying consisted of a series of secondary issues, each of
which professed to be confined within constitutional and
peaceful limits, but which attempted indirectly what few
men were willing to do directly

; that is, to act aggressively
against the constitutional rights of nearly one-half of tlie
thirty-one States.
In the long series of acts. of indirect aggression, the

first was the strenuous agitation, by citizens of the
Northern States, in Congress andout of it, of the question
of negro emancipation in the Southern States.

la reference to the repeal of the Missouri
Compromise, and the legislative power of Con-
gress over the Territories, the President says :

The enactment which established the restrictive geo-
graphical line, was acquiesced in, rather than approved,
by the States of the Union. It stood on the statute-bonk,
however, for a number of years ; and the people of the
respective States acquiesced in the reenactmeiit of the
principle as applied lo the State of Texas; and it was
proposed to acquiesce in its further application to ihe
territory acquired by the United States from Mexico.
But this proposition was successfully resisted by the re-
presentatives from the Northern States, wlio, regardless
of the statute line, insisted upon applying restriction to the
new territory generally, whetlier lying north or south of
it, thereby repealing it as a legislative compromise, and,
on the part of the North, persistently violating the com-
pact, if compact there was.
Thereupon, this enactment ceased to have binding virtue

in any sense, whether as respects the North or the South

;

and so in effect it was treated on the occasion of the ad-
mission of the State of California, and the organizatioa
of the Territories of New Mexico, Utah and Washington.
Such was the state of this question when the time

arrived for the organization of the Territories of Kansas
and Nebraska. In the progress of constitutional inquiry
and reflection, it had now at length come to be seen
clearly that Congress does not possess constitutional
power to impose restrictions of this character upon anv
present or future State of the Union. In a long series o'f
decisions, on the fullest argument, and after the most
deliberate consideration, the Supreme Court of the United
States had finally determined this point in every form
under which the question could arise, whether as affacting
public or private rights—in questions of the public do-
main, of religion, of navigation, and of servitude.
The several States of the Union are, by force of the

Constitution, coequal in domestic legislative power. Con-
gress cannot change a law of domestic relation in the
State of Maine : no more can it in the State of Missouri.
Any statute which proposes to do this is a mere nullity

;

It takes away no right, it confers none. If it remains on
the statute-book unrepealed, it remains there only as a
monument of error, and a beacon of warning to the
legislator and the statesman. To repeal it will be only to
remove imperfection from the statutes, without affecting,
either in the sense of permission or of prohibition, the
action of the States, or of their citizens.

Still, when the nominal restriction of this nature,
already a dead letter in law, was in terms repealed by
the last Congress, in a clause of the act organizing tha
Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, that repeal was mada
the occasion of a wide spread and dangerous agitation.

It was- alleged that the original enactment being a
compact of perpetual moral obligation, its repeal con-
stituted an odious breach of faith.

On the motion to print the Message and ac-
companying documents, Mr, Hale, of N. H.,
said :

I look on ths message of the President as a most tm-
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fortunate one. I hare no desire to say anything which
shall be construed into a want of courtesy, kindxiess, or

respect for him. I mean all due courtesy, kindness and
respect. His situation is certainly such as to appeal to

the magnanimity rather than provoke the hostility of

his opponents. If he had been content to submit to it,

and go out, as it seemed to be the wish of his friends and
foes that he should, without attempting to make such

a charge as this against his political opponents, I should

certainly have been content.

But, sir, this message of the President is an arraign-

ment of a vast majority of the people of eleven States of

this Union of want of fidelity to their constitutional

obligations, and of hostility to the Union and Constitution

of these States. I deny it totally. More than that ; the

President of the United States, by virtue of the privileges

conferred on him by the Constitution, charges upon the

majority of the people of these States, in the exercise of

their constitutional prerogative of voting for whom they

please, the high offense of endeavoring to " usurp "—this

is his very language—" the control of the Government of

the United States." "Usurp," if lexicographers under-

stand the meaning of the word, is " to seize by force

without riglit." I have observed in the history of the

past few months no attempt in any section of the country,

last and least in that section which the President arraigns,

to seize upon power in this Government except by the

regular constitutional discharge of the people's obliga-

tions and duties as citizens going to the polls in the

exercise of their elective franchise. Again, sir, I have
not heard from a single citizen of those States an intima-

tion, that if they should fail in the canvass upon which
they had entered and in which they were striving to

secure a majority in the councils of this Government,
they were to do anything. else but submit quietly and
peaceably to the constitutionally expressed will of a
majority.

Mr. Seward, of N. Y., said

:

The President, I think, has departed from a customary
course which was well established by his predecessors

;

that was to confine the annual message of the Executive
to legitimate matters of legislation which must neces-

sarily occupy the attention of Congress, and leave
partisan disputes, occurring among the people, to the

consideration and reflection of the people themselves.

This President of the United States was the first one, I

think, to depart from that course in his Inaugural Ad-
dress ; and, if I remember aright, he continued this

departure in his first message and second message. He
has been uncorrected, or rather unreformed in his erro-

neous course ; he goes through to the end in the same
course. I am willing, for my own part, that he, like all

the rest of us, shall have his speech—shall assign his

reasons and his vindication for his policy. I do not
question his right ; I do not dispute it. Whatever I

have thought necessary to submit to any portion of my
countrymen in regard to the canvass which is past, has
been submitted in the right time, in the right place, and
I trust, in the right spirit. I am willing to allow the
President of the United States the same opportunity
which you and I and all others have enjoyed.

Mr. Mason, of Va., said :

Mr. President: the constant and obstinate agitation of
questions connected with the institution of Slavery, has
brought, I am satisfied, the public mind in those States
where the institution prevails, to the conviction that the
preservation of that institution rests with themselves and
with themselves only. Therefore, at this day, when it is

the pleasure of Senators again to bring that institution

under review upon this floor, in any connection what-
ever, as one of the Representatives of the South, I take
no further interest in the discussion, or in the opinion
which is entertained at the North in relation to it, than
as it may confirm the hope that there is a public senti-

ment at the North yet remaining, which unites with the
South in the desire to perpetuate the Union, and that, by
the aid of that public sentiment at the North, the Union
will be preserved. But further than that, as a statesman,
and as one representing a Southern State, where that
institution prevails m' re largely than in any other, the
public sentiment of the North is a matter indifferent to

me, because I say again, we have attained the convic-
tion that the safety of that institution will rest, must
rest, and should rest, with the people of the States only
where it prevails.

Mr. Wilson, of Mass., said :

The party to which reference has been made in this

message—for I take it this assault of the President of the
United States is upon the Republican party, and the
people who supported that organization in the laat

election—stands before the country with its opiniont

clearly expressed and openly avowed. It has a right to

claim from the President of the United States—it has a
right to claim from honorable Senators here—it has a
right to claim before the country that it shall stand upon
its broad and open declarations of principle. How does

it stand? It accepts the Declaration of Independence
and the Constitution of the United States as its funda-
mental creed of doctrine. It claims that Congress has a

right to legislate for the Territories of the United States,

and to exclude Slavery from them. It avows its deter-

mination to exercise that power. It has a right to ask

of the President, and the country, that it shall be judged
by its open and avowed declarations, and shall not be
misrepresented, as it has been misrepresented in this

document by the President of the United States. The
declaration is broadly made here, not only that these

men are sectionalists—not only that they have gotten

up a sectional warfare, but that they are maintaining
doctrines hostile to the perpetuity of the Union. Now,
sir, let me say here to-day, that I do not know a man in

the Free States who supported John C. Fremont in the
last presidential election, not one of the one million

three hundred thousand intelligent freemen who sup-
ported that nomination, that ever avowed his intention

to go for a dissolution of this Union ; but at all times, on
all occasions, in public and in private, they have avowed
their devotion to the Union, and their intention to main-
tain and defend it.

Let me say further, that the men in this country, who
avow themselves to be disvmionists, that squad, which,
during the last tliirty years, on all fit and unfit occasions,

in moments of excitement and moments of calm, have
avowed themselves disunionists, have, as a body, ««
masse, supported the Democratic party. The whole
southern heavens have been darkened during the last

four months by the black banners of disunion that have
floated in the breeze.

Mr. Pugh, of Oliio, defended the President

against the construction put on certain parts of

the message by other Senators. He said

:

My colleague (Mr. Wade) asserts that the President

has -employed libellous terms in speaking of a large

number of our common constituents, who voted for Col.

Fremont at the last election. If the charges were true

in any sense, I should unite with my colleague in the
condemnation which he has pronounced ; for although I

would have deplored the election of Col. Fremont as the

greatest calamity that could befall the American people,

I feel bound to render my tribute of respect to those
honest, patriotic, but as I think, misguided, citizens of

Ohio, who voted for him. The paragraph upon which
my colleague based this accusation, is the one which I

now send to the secretary's desk. (Here the secretary

read the part of the message quoted above, beginning,
" Our institutions framed" and down to " rather than
shoulder to shoulder as friends.") It is (continued Mr.
Pugh) impossible that this paragraph should apply to

the members of the Republican party, if, as now asserted,

they do not aim at the abolition by Congress of Slavery
within the States. It is directed against those who hold
that doctrine. It refers to the men whom the Senator
from Mass. (Mr. AVilson) and the Senator from Maine
(Mr. Fessenden) themselves have denounced on the floor.

THE LECOMPTON CONSTITCTION.

On the 8th December, 185*7, President Bu-
chanan transmitted to Congress his first annual

message. He devotes considerable space to the

subject of Slavery, giving a history of the forma-

tion of the Lecompton Constitution for Kansas,

and announcing the doctrine that the Constitu-

tion of its own force carries Slavery into all the

Territories. Speaking of this subject, he says :

" In emerging from the condition of Territorial

dependence into that of a sovereign State, it

was their duty, in my opinion, to make known
their will by the votes of the majority, on the

direct question, whether this important domestic

institution should or should not continue to

exist ;" and that the slaves now in Kansas " w^re
brought into the Territory under the Constitu-

tion of the United States."

The following is the part of the message
referrin°: to Kansas affairs :



THE LECOMPTON CONSTITUTION. lis

It is untie* essary to state in detail the alarming con-
dition of the Tenitory of Kansas at the time of my in-

auguration. The opposing parties then stood in hostile
array against each other, and any accident miglit have
relighted the flames of civil war. Besides, at this critical
moment, Kansas was left without a governor by the
resignation of Governor Geary.
On the 19th of February previous, the Territorial legis-

lature had passed a law providing for the election of de-
legates on the third Monday of June, to a convention
to meet on the first Monday in September, for the pur-
pose of framing a constitution preparatory to admission
into tlie Union. This law was in the main fair and just

;

and it is to be regretted that all the qualified electors
had not registered themselves and voted under its pro-
visions.

At the time of the election for delegates, an extensive
organization existed in the Territory, whose avowed ob-
ject it was, if need be, to put down the lawful govern-
ment by force, and to establish a government of their
own under the so-called Topelia Constitution. The per-
sons attached to this revolutionary organization ab-
stained from taking any part in the election.
The act of the Territorial legislature had omitted to

provide for submitting to the people the constitution
which might be framed by the Convention ; and in the
excited state of public feeling tlnoughout Kansas, an
apprehension extensively prevailed that a design ex-
isted to force upon them a constitution, in relation to
Slavery, against their will. In this emergency it became
my duty, as it was ray unquestionable right, having in
view the union of all good citizens-in support of the Ter-
ritorial laws, to express an. opinion on the true construc-
tion of the provisions concerning Slavery contained in
the organic act of Congress of tlie 30th May, 1S54. Con-
gi-ess declared it to be *'the true intent and meaning of
this act not to legislate Slavery into any Territory or
State, nor to exclude it therefrom, but to leave the peo-
ple thereof peifectly free to form and regulate their
domestic institutions in their own way." Under it

Kansas, " when admited as a State," was to " be re-
ceived into the Union with or without Slavery as their
constitution may prescribe at the time of their admis-
sion."
Did Congress mean by this language that the defegates

elected to frame a constitution, should have authority
finally to decide the question of Slavery, or did they in-
tend, by leaving it to the people, that the people of Kan-
sas themselves should decide this question by a direct
vote? On this subject I confess I had never eiitertained
a serious doubt, and, therefore, in my instructions to
Governor Walker of the 2Sth March last, I merely said
that when " a constitution shall be submitted to the peo-
ple of the Territory, they must be protected in the exer-
cise of their right of voting for or against'that instru-
ment, and the fair expression of the popular will must
not be interrupted by fraud or violence."

_
In expressing this opinion it was far from my inten-

tion to interfere with the decision of the people of Kan-
sas,

,
either for or against Slavery. From this I have

always carefully abstained. Intrusteil with the duty
of " taking care that the laws be faithfully executed,"
my only desire was that the people of Kansas should
furnish to Congress the evidence required by the organic
act, whether for or against Slavery ; and in this man-
ner smooth their passage into the Union. In emerging
from the condition of Territorial dependence into that of
a sovereign State, it was their duty, in my opinion, to
make known their will by the votes of the majority, on
the direct question, whether this important domestic in-
Btitution should or should not continue to exist. In-
deed this was the only possible mode in which their will
could be authentically ascertained.
The election of delegates to a convention must neces-

sarily take place in separate districts. From this cause
it may readily happen, as has often been the case, that
a majority of the people of a State or Territory are on
one side of a question, whilst a majority of the represen-
tatives from the several districts into which it is divided
may be upon the oth*r side. This arises from the fact
that in some districts delegates may be elected by small
majorities, whilst in others those of different sentiments
may receive majorities sufficiently great not only to
overcome the votes given for the former, but to leave
a large majority of the whole people in direct oppo-
eition to a majority of the delegates. Besides, our his-
tory proves that influences may be brought to bear on
Ihe representative sufficiently powerful to induce him to
^regard the will of his constituents. The truth is, that
no other authentic and satisfactory mode exists of
ascertaining the will of a majority of the people of any
Btate or Territory on an important and exciting ques-
tion like that of Slavery in Kansas, except by leaving It

to a direct vote. How wise, then, was it for Congress to
pass over all subordinate and intermediate agencies
and proceed directly to the source of all legitimate
power under our institutions !

How vain would any other principle prove in prac-
tice

! This maybe illustrated by the case:f Kansas.
Sliould she be admitted into the Union with a constitu-
tion either maintaining or abolishing Slavery, against the
sentiment of the people, this could have no other effect
than to continue and to exasperate the existing agita-
tion during the brief period jrequired to make the con-
stitution conform to the irresistible will of the majority.
The friends and supporters of the Nebraska and Kan-

sas act, when struggling on a recent occasion to sustain
its wise provisions before '.t- gi eat tribunal of the Ame-
rican people, never diffe. Hi about its true meaning on
this sul)ject. Everywhe e throughout the Union they
publicly pledged their faiih and tlieir honor that they
would cheei fully submit tlie question of Slavery to tl.e
decision of the bona fide (jeople of Kansas, without any
restriction or qualificatidn whatever All were cordially
united upon the great doclnne of popular sovereignty,
which is the v^nal principle of our free in.st:tutions. Had it]

then, been insinuated frfur, iiny quarter that it would be
a sufficient compliance with the requisitions of tlie or-
ganic law for the members of a convention, thereafter to
be elected, to withliold the question of ."-^lavery from the
people, and to substitute their own will for that of a
logally-ascertained majority of all their constituents, this
would have been instantly rejected. Everywhere they
remained true to the resolution adopted on a celebrated
occasion recognizing " the right of the people of all the
Territories—including Kansas and Nebraska, acting
through the legally and fairly expressed will of a major-
ity of actual residents, and whenever the number of
their inhabitants justified it—to form a constitution «ith
or without Slavery, and be admitted into the Union
upon terras of perfect equality with the other States."
The Convention to frame a constitution for Kansas

met on the first Monday of September last. They were
called together by virtue of an act of the Territorial
legislature, whose lawful existence had been recognized
by Congress in different forms and by different enact-
ments. A large proportion of the citizens of Kansas did
not think proper to register their names and to vote at
the election for delegates ; but an opportunity to do ti is

having been fairly afforded, their refusal to "avail them-
selves of their right could in no manner affect the legal-
ity of the convention.

This Convention proceeded to frame a constitution for
Kansas, and finally adjourned on the 7th day of No-
veraber. But little difficulty occurred in the Convention,
except on the subject of Slavery. The truth is. that the
general provisions of our recent State constitutions aie
so sirailar, and, I may add, so excellent, that the differ-
ence between them is not essential. Under the earlier
practice of the Government, no constitution frameii by
the convention of a Territory preparatory to its admis-
sion into the Union as a State had been submitted to the
people 1 trust, however, the example set by the la;t
Congress, requiring that tlie constitution of Minnesota
"should be subject to the approval and ratification of
the people of the proposed State," may be followed on
future occasions. I took it for granted that the Conven-
tion of Kansas would act in accordance with this exam-
ple, founded as it is, on correct principles ; and henca
my instructions to Governor Walker, in favor of sub-
mitting the constitution to the people, were expressed in
general and unqualified terms.
In the Kansas-Nebraska act, however, this require-

ment,_as applicable to the whole constitution, had not
been inserted, and the Convention were not bound by
its terms to submit any other portion of the instrument
to an election, except that which relates to the " domes-
tic institution " of Slavery. This will be rendered clear
by a simple reference to its language. It was " not to
legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to
exclude it therefrom, but to leave the people thereof per-
fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institu-

tions in their own way." According to the plain con-
struction of the sentence, the words " domestic institu-
tions " have a direct as they have an appropriate refer-
ence to Slavery. " Domestic institutions " are limited to
the family. The relation between master and slave and
a few others are " domestic institutions," and are en-
tirely distinct from institutions of a political character.
Besides, there was no question then before Congress, nor
indeed has there since been any serious question before
the people of Kansas or the country, except that which
relates to the " domestic institution " of Slavery.
The Convention, after an angry and excited debate,

finally determined, by a majority of only two, to submit
'he question of Slavery to the people, though at the last
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forty-three of the fifty delegates present affixed their

signatures to the constitution.

A large majority of the Convention were in favor of
establishing Slavery in Kansas. They accordingly in-

serted an article in the constitution for this purpose
similar in form to those which had been adopted by
other Territorial conventions. In the schedule, how-
ever, providing for the transition from a Territorial to a
State government, the question has been fairly and ex-

plicitly referred to the people, whether they will have a
constitution " with or without Slavery." It declares that,

before the constitution adopted by the Convention
" shall be sent to Congress for admission into the Union
as a State," an election shall be held to decide this ques-

tion, at wliich all the white male inhabitants of the Ter-

ritory above the age of 21 are entitled to vote. They
are to vote by ballot ; and "the ballots cast at said

election shall be indorsed 'constitution with Slavery,'

and 'constitution with no Slavery.'" If there be a
majority in favor of the the " constitution with Sla-

very," then it is to be transmitted to Congress by the

president of the Convention in its original form. If, on
the contrary, there shall be a majority in favor of the
" constitution with no Slavery," " then the article pro-

viding for Slavery shall be stricken from tlie constitu-

tion by the president of this Convention ;" and it is

e.xpressly declared that " no Slavery shall exist in the

State of Kansas, except that the right of property in

slaves now in the Territory shall in no manner be inter-

fered with ;" and in that event it is made his duty to

have the constitution thus ratified, transmitted to the

Congress of the United States, for the admission of the

State into the Union.
At this election, every citizen will have an opportu-

nity of expressing his opinion by his vote " whether
Kansas shall be received into the Union with or without
Slavery," and thus this exciting question may be peace-
fully settled in the very mode required by the organic
law. The election will be held -under legitimate author-

ity, and if any portion of the inhabitants shall refuse to

vote, a fair opportunity to do so having been presented,

this will be their own voluntary act, and they alone
will be responsible for the consequences.

Whether Kansas shall be a free or a slave State, must
eventually, under some authority, be decided by an
election ; and the question can never be more clearly
^- distinctly presented to the people than it is at the
present moment. Should this opportunity be rejected,

biie may be involved for years in domestic discord, and
possibly in civil war, before she can again make up the
issue now so fortunately tendered, and again reach the
point she has already attained.

Kansas has for some years occupied too much of the
public attention. It is high time tliis should be directed
to far more important objects. When once admitted
into the Union, whether with or without Slavery, the
excitement beyond her own limits will speedily pass
away, and she will then, for the first time, be left, as she
ought to have been long since, to manage her own
affairs in her own way. If her constitution on the sub-
ject of Slavery, or on any other subject, be displeasing
to a majority of the people, no human power can.prevent
them from changing it within a brief period. Under
these circumstances, it may well be questioned whether
the peace and quiet of the whole country are not of
greater importance than the mere temporary triumph
of either of the political parties in Kansas.
Should the constitution without Slavery be adopted by

the votes of the majority, the rights of property in slaves
now in the Territory are reserved. The number of these
isi very small ; but if it were greater the provision would
be equally just and reasonable. The slaves were
i)rougbt into the Territory under the Constitution of the
United States, and are now the property of their mas-
teis. Tills point has at length been finally decided by
the highest judicial tribunal of the country—and this

upon the plain principle that when a confederacy of
sovereign States acquire a new territory at their joint

expense, both equality and justice demand that the citi-

zens of one and all of them thafl have the right to take
'uto it whatsoever is recognized as property by the com-
mon Constitution. To have summarily confiscated the
property in slaves already in the Territory would have
been an act of gross injustice, and contrary to the prac-
tice of the older States of the Union which have abol-

ished Slavery.

Mr. Douglas on Lecompton.

Mr. Douglas, who very early joined in the de-

hite on the President's Message, at first said
111) dissented from the views of the President in

ttegard to Kansas, but afterward endeavored to

show that the President did not mean to
" recommend" the Lecompton Constitution, but
that he only

referred that document to the Congress of the Uni-
ted States—as the Constitution of the United States
refers it—for us to decide upon it under our own respon-
sibility. "It is proper," said Mr. U. ,

" that he should
have thus referred it to us as a matter for congressional
action, and not as an administrative or executive measure,
for the reason that the Constitution of the United States
says, ' Congress may admit new States into the Uuion.'
Ifeuce we find the Kansas question before us now, not
as an Administrative measure, not as an Executive mea-
sure, but as a measure coming before us for our free

action, without any recommendation or interference,
directly or indirectly, by the Administration now in pos-
session of tlie Federal Government."

Mr. President, I am not going to stop and inquire how
far the Nebraska bill, which said the people should be
left perfectly free to form their consiitution for them-
selves, authorized the President, or the Cabinet, or Gov-
ernor Walker, or any other Territorial officer, to inter-

fere and tell the Convention of Kansas whether they
should or should not submit the question to the people.
I am not going to stop to inquire how far they were
authorized to do that, it being my opinion that the spirit

of the Nebraska bill required it to be done. It is sufficient

for my purpose that the Administration of the Federal
Government unanimously—that the administration of the
Territorial government, in all its parts, unanimously

—

understood the Territorial law under.which the Conven-
tion was assembled to mean that the constitution to be
formed by that Convention should be submitted to the
people for ratification or rejection, and, if not confirmed
by a majority of the people, should be null and void,

without coming to Congress for approval.
Not only did the National Government and the Territo-

rial government so understand the law at the time, aut,

as I have already stated, the people of the Tei-ritory so
understood it, As a furthe:' evidence on that point, a
large number, if not a majority, of the delegates were
instructed in the nominating conventions to submit the
constitution to the people for ratification. I know that
the delegates from Douglas County, eiglit in number, Mr.
Calhoun, President of the Convention, being among them,
were not only instructed thus to submit the question, but
they signed and published, while candidates, a written
pledge that they would submit it to the people for ratifi-

cation. I know that men high in authority, and in the
confidence of the Territorial and National Government,
canvassed every part of Kansas during the election of
delegates, and each one of them pledged himself to the
people that no snap judgment was to be taken ; that the
constitution was to be submitted to the people for accept-
ance or rejection: that it would be void unless that was
done ; that the Administration would spurn aiid scorn it as

a violation of tlie principles on which it came into power,
and that a Democratic Congress would hurl it- from their

presence as an insult to the Democrats who stood pledged
to see the people left free to form their domestic institu-

tions for themselves.
Not only that, sir, but up to the time when the Conven-

tion assembled, on the 1st of September, so far as I can
learn, it was understood everywhere that the constitution

was to be submitted for ratification or rejection. They
met, however, on the 1st of September, and adjourned
until after the October election. I think that it was wiso
"and prudent that they should thus have adjourned. They
did not wish to bring any question into that election
which would divide the Democratic party, and weaken
our chances of success in the election. I wa3 .rejoiced

when I saw that they did adjourn, so as not to show their

hand on any question that would divide and distract the
party until after the election. During that recess,while the
Convention was adjourned, Governo^ Ransom, the Demo-
cratic candidate for Congress, running against the present
Delegate from that Territory, was canvassing every part of
Kansas, in favor of the doctrine of submitting the consti-

tution to the people, declaring that the Democratic party
were in favor of such submission, and that it was a slan-

der of the Black Republicans to intimate the charge that
the Democratic party did not intend to carry out that
pledge in good faith. Thus, up to the time of the Con-
vention, in October last, the pretense was kept up, the
profession was openly made, and believed by me, and I

thought believed by them, that the Convention intended
to submit a constitution to the people, and not to attempt
to put a government in operation without such submis-
sion. The election being over, the Democratic party
being defeated by an overwhelming vote, the Opposition
having triumphed, and got possession of both branches
ef the legislature, and havkig elected their Tarritorial
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Delegate, the Convention assembled, and then proceeded
to complete their work.
Now let us stop to inquire how they redeemed the

pledge to submit the constitution to tlie people. They
first go on to make a constitution. Then they make a
schedule, in which they provide that the constitution, on
the 21st of December—the present month—shall be sub-
mitted to all the bonoflde Inhabitants of the Territory on
that day, for their free acceptance or rejection, in the fol-

lowing manner, to wit: Thus acknowledging that they
were bound to submit it to the will of the people ; conced-
ing tliat they had no right to put it into operation without
submitting it to the people

;
providing in the instrume'nt

that it should take effect from and after the date of its

ratification, and not before ; showing that the Constitution
derives its vitality, in their estimation, not from the au-
thority of the Convention, but from that vote of the peo-
ple, to which it was to be submitted for their free accept-
ance or rejection. How is it to be submitted ? It shall be
submitted in this form :

" Constitution with Slavery, or
constitution with no Slavery?" All men must vote for the
constitution, whether they like it or not, in order to be
permitted to vote for or against Slavery. Thus a constitu-
tion made by a convention that had authority to assemble
and petition for a redress of grievances, but not to estab
lish a government—a constitution made under a pledge
of honor that it should be submitted to the people before
if took effect—a constitution which provides on its face, that
It shall have no validity except what it derives from such
submission—is submitted to the people at an election
where all men are at liberty to come forward freely, with-
out hindrance, and vote for it, but no man is permitted to
record a vote against it

!

That would be as fair an election as some of the ene-
mies of Napoleon attributed to him when he was elected
First Consul. He is said to have called out his troops and
had them reviewed by his officers, with a speech, patriotic
and fair in its professions, in which he said to them

:

" Now, my soldiers, you are to go to the election and vote
freely, just as you please. If you vote for Napoleon, all is

TFell ; vote against him, and j ou are to be instantly
shot!" That was a fair election. (Laughter.) This elec-

tion is to be equally fair. All men in favor of the consti-
tution may vote for it, all men against it shall not vote at
all. AVhy not let them vote against it? I presume you
have asked many a man this question. I have asked a
very large number of the gentlemen who framed the con-
stitution, quite a number of delegates, and a still larger
number of persons who are their friends, and I have re-

ceived the same answer from every one of them. I never
received any other answer, and I presume we never shall
get any other answer. TYTiat is that ? They say, if they
had allowed a negative vote, the constitution would have
been voted down by an overwhelming majority ; and hence
the fellows shall not be allowed to rote at all. (Laughter.)

Mr. President, that may be true. It is no part of my
purpose to deny the proposition that that constitution
would have been voted down if submitted to the people.
I believe it would have been voted down bj' a majority
of four to one. I am informed by men well posted there
—Democrats—that it would be voted down ten to one

;

some say by twenty to one.
But is it a good reason why you should dieclare it in

force, without being submitted to the people, merely be-
cause it would have been voted down by five to one if

you had submitted it? What does that fact prove?
Does it not show undeniably that an overwhelming majority
of the people of Kansas are unalterably opposed to that
constitution ? Will you force it on them against their
will, simply because they would have voted it down if you
had consulted them? If you will, are you going to force
it upon them under the plea of leaving them perfectly free
to form and regulate their domestic institutions in their
own way ? Is that the mode in which I am called upon to

carry out the principle of self-government and popular
sovereignty in the Territories—to force a constitution on
the people against their will, in opposition to their protest,
with a knowlege of the fact, and then.to assign as a reason
for my tyranny, that they would be so obijtmate and so
perverse as to vote down the constitution if I had given
them an opportunity to be consulted about it ?

Sir, I deny your right, or mine, to inquire of these peo-
ple what their objections to that constitution are. They
have a right to judge for themselves whether they like or
dislike it. It is no answer to tell me that the constitution
is a good one, and unobjectionable. It is not satisfactory
to me to have the President say, in his message, that that
constitution Li an admirable one, like all the constitutions
of the new States that have been recently framed. Whether
good or bad, whethur obnoxious or not, is none of my busi-
ness, and none of yours.

It is their business, and not ours. 1 care not what they
have in their constitution, so that it stiits them and does

not violate tlie Constitution of the United States and the
fundamental principle* of liberty upon which jur hatilu-
tions rest. I am not going to argue the question whether
the banking system established In that constitution ui wise
or unwise. It .•lays there shall be no monopolies, but there
shall be one bank of issue in the State, with two branches.
All I have to say on that point is. If they want a banking
system, let them have it ; if they do not want it, let them
prohibit it. If they want a bank with two branches, be it
JO

;
if they want twenty, it is none of my business ; and it

matters not to me whether one of them shall be on the north
side and the other on the south side of the Kaw Kiver, or
where they shall be.

Wliile 1 have no right to expect to be consulted on that
point, I do hold that the people of Knnsas have tl.e
right to be consulted and to decide it, and you have no
rightful authority to deprive them of that privilege. It is
no jurtification, in my mind, to say that the provision for
the eligibility for the officers of Governor and Lieut.-Go-
vernor requires twenty, years' citizenship in the United
States. If men think that no person should vote or hold
office until he has been here twenty years, they have a
right to think so ; and if a majority of the people of Kan-
sas think that no man of foreign birth should vote or
hold, office unless he has lived there twenty years, it is

their right to say so, and I have no right to interfere
with them ; it is their business, not mine ; but if I lived
there I should not be willing to have that provision in the
constitution without being heard upon the subject, and
allowed to record my protest against it.

I have nothing to say about their system of taxation,
in which they have gone back and resorted to the old ex-
ploded system which we tried in Illinois, but abandoned
because we did not like it. If they wish to try it and get
tired of it and abandon it, be it so ; but if I were a
citizen of Kansas I would profit by the experience of
Illinois on that subject, and defeat it if I could. Yet I
have no objection to their having it if they want it ; it is

their business, not mine.
So it is in regard to the free negroes. They provide

that no free negro shall be permitted to lite in Kansas. I

suppose they have a right to say so if they choose ; but if

I lived there I should want to vote on the question. We,
in Illinois, provide that no more shall come there. We
say to the other States, " Take care of your own free
negroes and we will take care of ours." But we do not
say that the negroes now there shall not be permitted to
live in Illinois ; and I think the people of Kansas ought to
have the right to say whether they will allow them to
live there, and if they are not going to do so, how they
are to dispose of them.
So you may go on with all the different clauses of the

Constitution. They may be all right ; they may be all

wrong. That is a question on which my opinion is worth
nothing. The opinion of the wise and patriotic Chief
iNIagistrafe of the United States is not worth anything as
against that of the people of Kansas, for ttiey have
a right to judge for themselves; and neither Presi-
dent, nor Senates, nor Houses of Representatives, nor
any other power outside of Kansas, has a right to judge
for them. Hence it; is no justification, in my mind, for
tiie violation of the great principle of self-government, to

say that the Constitution you are forcing on them is not
particularly obnoxious, or is excellent in its provisions.

I'erhaps, sir, the same thing might be said of the
Topeka Constitution. I do not recollect its peculiar pro-
visions. I know one thing : we Demo'crats, we Nebraska
men, would not even look into it to see what its provi-
sions were. Why ? Because we said it was made by a
political parly, and not by the people ; that it was made
in defiance of the authority of Congress; that if it was as

pure as the Bible, as ho'y as the Ten Commandments, yet
we would not touch it until it was submitted to and
ratified by the people of Kansas, in pursuance of
the forms of law. Perhaps the Topeka Constitution, but
for the mode of making it, would have been unexception-
able. 1 do not know; I do not care. You have no right

to force an unexceptionable constitution on a people. It

does not mitigate the evil, it dties not diminish the insult,

it does not ameliorate the wrong, that you are forcing a
good thing upon them. I am not willing to be forced to

do (hat which I would do if I were left free to judge and
act for myself. Hence I assert that there is no justifica-

tion to be made for this flagrant violation of popular
rights in Kansas, on the plea that the constitution wbicb
they have made is not particularly obnoxious.

But, sir, the President of the United States is really and
sincerely of the opinion that the Slavery clause has been
fairly and impartially submitted to the free acceptance or

rejection of the people of Kansas, and that, inasmuch as

that was the exciting and paramount question, if they

get the right to vote as they please on that subject,

they ought to be satisfied; and possibly it might b"
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better if wo would accept it, and put an end to the ques-

1

tiou. Let me ask, sir, is tiie Slavery clause fairly sub-

mitted, BO that the people can vole for or against it ? Sup-

pose 1 were a citizen of Kansas, and should go up to the

polls and say, " I desire to vote to make Kansas a Stave

State; here is my ballot." They reply to me, "Mr.
Douglas, just vote for that constitution first, if you
please." " Oh, no !" I answer, "I cannot vote for that

constitution conscientiously—I am opposed to the clause

by which you locate certain railroads in such a way as to

sacrifice my county and my part of the State. I am
opposed to that banking system. . I am opposed to this

Know-Nothing or American clause in the constitution

about the qualifications for office. I cannot vote for it."

Then they answer, " You sliall not vote on niaking it a

Slave State." I then say, " I want to make it a Free

State." They reply, " Vote for that constitution first,

and then you can vote to make it a Free State ; otherwise

you cannot." Thus they disqualify every Ffee-State

man who will not first vote for the constitution; they dis-

qualify every Slave-State man who will not first vote for

tile constitution. No matter whether or not the voters

state that they cannot conscientiously vote for those pro-

visions, they reply, " You cannot vote for or against

Slavery here. Take the constitution as we have made it,

take the Elective Franchise as we have established it,

take the Banking System as we have dictated it, take the

Railroad lines as we have located them, take the Judiciary

S'ystem as we have formed it, take it all as we have fixed.

ii to suit ourselves, and ask no questions, but vote for it,

or you shall not vote either for a Slave or Free State." In

other words, the legal effect of the schedule is this : all

tho.-e who are in favor of this constitution may vote for or

against Slavery, as they please; but all those who are

against this constitution are disfranchised, and shall not
vote at all. That is the mode in which the Slavery pro-

position is submitted. Every man opposed to the consti-

tution is disfranchised on the Slavery clause. 'How many
are they ? They tell you there is a majority, for they say
the constitution will be voted down instantly, by an over-

wlielming majority, if you allow a negaUv; vote. This

shows that a majority are against it. Th:y disqualify

and disfranchise every man who is against it, thus

referring the Slavery clause to a minority of the people of

Kansas, and leaving that minority free to vote for or

against the Slavery clause as they choose.

Let me ask you if that is a fair mode of submitting'the

Slavery clause ? Does that mode of submitting that par-
ticular clause leave the people perfectly free to vote for

or against Slavery as they choose? Am I free to vote as
I choose on the Slavery question, if you tell me I shall

not vote on it until 1 vote for the Maine Liquor Law?
Am I free to vote on the Slavery question, if you tell me
I shall not vote either way until I vote for a Bank? Is

it freedom of election to make your right to vote upon
one question depend upon the mode in whicli you are
going to vote on some other question which has^no con-
nection with it? Is that freedom of election?* Is that
the great fundamental principle of Self-Governraent, for

which we combined and struggled, in this body and
throughout.the country, to establish as a rule of action in

all time to come ?

Let me ask you, why force this Constitution down the
throats of the people of Kansas, in op[iosition to their

wishes and in violation of our pledges? What great ob-

ject is to be attaineii ? Ciiibonot What are you to gain
by it? Will you Sustain the party by violating its prin-
ciples? Do you propose to kerep the party united by
forcing a division? Stand by the doctrine that leaves
the people perfectly free to form and regulate their insti-

tutions for themselves in their own way, and your party
will be united and irresistible in power. Abandon that
great principle, and the parly is not worth saving, and
cannot.be saved, after it shall be violated. I trust we are
not to be rushed upon this question. Why shall it be
done ? Who is to be henefitei) ? Is the South to be the
gainer? Neither the North nor the South has the right to

gain a sectional advantage by trickery or fraud.
But 1 am beseeched to wait till I hear from the election

on the 21st of December. I am told that perhaps that
will put it all right, and will solve the whole difficulty.

How can it? Perhaps there may be a large vote. There
may be ii large vote returned. (Laughter.) But I deny
that it is possible to have a fair vote on the Slavery
Clause ; and I say that it is not possible to have any vote
on the Constitution. Why wait for the mcickery of an
election, when ills provided, unalterably, that the people
cannot vote—when the. majoriiy are disfranchised?
But I am told on all sides, " Oh, just wait ; the Pro-

Slavery clause will be voted down." That does not obvi-
ate any of my objections ; it does not diminish any of

them. You have no more right to force a Free-State
Constitution on Kansas than a Slave-State Constitution.

If Kansas wants a Slave-State Constitution, she has a
right to it; if site wants a Free-State Constitution, she has
a right-to it. It is none of my business which way the
Slavery clause is decided. / care not whether it i»

voted down or voted up. Do you suppose, after pledges
of my honor, that I would go for that principle, and
leave the people to vote as thay choose, that I would now
degrade myself by voting one way if the Slavery clause
be voted down, and another way if it be voted up? I

care not how that vote may stand. I take it for granted
that it will be voted out. I think I have seen enough in

the last three days to make it certain that it will be re-

turned out, no matter how the vote may stand. (liaugli-

ter.)

Sir, I am opposed to that concern, because it looks to

me like a system of trickery and jugglery to defeat the
fair expression of the will of the people. There is no ne-
cessity for crowding this measure, so unfair, so unjust, as
it is in all its aspects, upon us.

On the 2nd of !Feb., 1858, the President trang-

mitted to Congress the Lecompton Constitution,

accompanied by a special Message strongly

urging the admission of Kansas as a State under
this constittition. (The following is a brief

statement in regard to the origin of the Le-
compton Constitution :)

The first Territorial Legislature passed an act

in 1S55 to take the sense of the people on tho
call of a Convention to forma State Constitu-

tion, at the election in Oct., 1856. Accordingly,
an election was held' at which about 2,500 TOtea
were polled, the Free-State men not voting. At
this election, a new legislature was elected, all

Pro-Slavery, which met in Jan., 1857, aud in

conformity with the vote of 2^500 at the preced-
ing October election, passed an act providing for

the election of delegates on the 15th of June,
to meet in convention in September following.

Soon after this, Gov. Walker went to Kansas,
and published an address to the people in vfhich

he assured them of his determination to use

every means in his power to prevent all disprdei

and violence. He persuaded the Free-State men
to go to the polls and vote. An objection

which they urged was, that in 19 out of the 38
counties no registry had been made, and that in

15 out of the 19 no census had been taken, so

that it was impossible for the people to vote in

those counties. These facts are confirmed by
Gov. Walker and Secretary Stanton.

The election for delegates to the Convention
"

was held on the loth of June. The Free-State

men did not vote, for the reason just mentioned,
and also (as they stated,) that they had no confi-

dence in the officers who were to hold the elec-

tion, and because the Constitution which might
be forme"d, must, in the opinion of Gov. Walker,
be submitted to a vote of all the people for rati-

fication or rejection, whether they voted at this

election or not. The entire vote for delegates

was only about 2,200.

The delegates elected assembled in Conven-
tion at Lecompton, Sept. 5th, but soon adjourned
over. to October,* to await the result of the Ter-

ritorial Election on the first Monday of that

month. At this Territorial Election, both par-

ties nominated candidates. At the requ<;st of

Goy. Walker, 2,OoO U. S. troops were i*i tho Ter-

ritory, and they were stationed so as to protect

the ptjlls as much as possible. Over eleven

thousand votes were po'led, after roj'^cting

2,800 'as fraudulent and irregular, 1,800 of wiiich

were returned from the O.\lord precinct, where,

according to the census, there were but 43 voten,
and twelve hundred from McGae County, whero
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'.io poll was opened. The result of this election

was, the Free-State party carried the legislat Jre

»iiid the delegate to Congress.

The Convention reassembled in October, ac-

cording to adjournment, and formed the Consti-

tution now so fafnous as the Lecompton Consti-

tution. When it became known that the Con-

\ention had refused to submit the entire con-

stitution to a vote of the people for ratification

or rejection, and had submitted only a proposi-

tion in regard to Slavery, and that in a iorui and
under a test oath which would prevent the Free-

State people from voting, there was great excite-

ment in the Territory, threatening bloodshed.

Under these circumstances, Acting Gov.. Stanton

called (Gov. Walker had resigned) an extra ses-

sion of the Territorial Legislature. The legisla-

ture assembled Dec. 17th, and passed an act to

submit the Lecompton Constitution fairly to a

vote of the people on the 4th of January next,

following, the time fixed by the Lecompton con-

vention for the election of State officers under
that constitution.

'

On the 21st of Dec, the vote was taken in the

manner prescribed by the Convention, and re-

sulted as follows :

"For the constitution with Slavery "
.

" For the constitution without Slavery "
6,266

56T

Total vote . 6,793

Jan. 4th, 1S5S, in accordance, with the act of
the Territorial Legislature, the people voted as

follows:

For the Lecompton Constitution with Slavery . 138
" " " without " . 24
Against the Lecompton Constitution 10,226

Being over ten thousand majority against the
Lecompton Constitution.

PRESIDENT Buchanan's lecompton message.

The following is the President's special Mes-
sage, of Feb. 2nd, 1858.

I have received from J. Calhoun, Elq., President of the
late Constitutional Convention of Kansas, a copy duly
certified by himself, of the Constitution framed by that
body, with the expression of the hope that I would sub-
mit the same to tlie consideration of Congress " with the
view of the admission of Kansas into the Union as an

/ Independent State." In compliance with this request, I

herewith transmit to Congress for their action the Con-
stitution of Kansas, with the ordinance respecting the
public lands, as well as the letter of Mr. Callioun, dated
at.L'ecompton, on the 14ih ult., by which they were ac-
companied. Having received but a single copy of the
Constitution and ordinance, I send this to the Senate.
A great delusion seems to pervade the public mind in

relation to the condition of parties in Kansas. This arises
from the difficulty of inducing the American people to
realize the fact that any portion of them should be in a
state of rebellion against the Government under which
they live. Wli'en we speak of the affairs of Kansas, we
are apt to ref.-r merely to the existence of two violent
political parties in that Territory, divided on the question
of Slavery, just as we speak of such parties in the States.
This presents no adequate idea of the true state of tlie

case. The dividing line there is not between two politi-

cal parties, both acknowledging the lawful existence of
the G-overnment, but between those who are loyal to tliis

Government and those who have endeavored to destroy
it.s existence by force and by usurpation—between those
who sustain, and tliose who have done all in their power
to overthrow, the Territorial Government established by
Congress. This Govei'nraent they would long since have
subverted had it nut been protected from their assaults by
the troops of the United States. Such has been the con-
dition of affiirs since my inauguration. -Ever since tliat

period, a large portion of the people of Kansas have been
in a state of rebellion against the Government, with a
military leader at their head, of most turbulent and dan-
gerous character. They have never acknowledged, but
Lave constantly renounced and defied, the Government

to which they owe allegiance, and have been all the time
in a state of resistance against its authority. They have
all tlie time been endeavoring lu subvert it and to estab-

lish a revolutionary Governnieiit, under llie so-called

Topeka Constitution, in Us stead. Even at this vt;ry

moment, the Topeka LegiaVature are in session. Who-
ever has read tlie correspondence of Gov. Walker with

the State. Department, recently communicated to the

Senate, will be convinced that this picture is not over-

drawn. He always protested against the withdrawal of

any portion of the military force of the United States

from the Territory, deeming its presence absolutely

necessary for the preservation of ihe regular Govern-
ment and the execation of the laws. In lii< very first

dispatch to the Secretary of State, dated June 2, 1&57, he
says :.

'

"The most alarming movement, however, proceeds from
theassembliag, on the 9lJi of June, of the so-called Topeka
Legislature, with a \'iew to th.e enactment of an eniire code of
laws. Of course, it will be m.v endeavor to prnvent such a
result, as jt would lead to inevila'ble and disastrous colhsion,

and in fact reuew the civil war in Kansas."

This was with difficulty prevented by the efforts of

Governor Walker ; but soon thereafter, on the 14th of

July, we find him requesting General- Harney to furnish

him a regiment of dr.agoons to proceed to the city of

Lawrence, dnd this for the reason that he had received

authentic intelligence, veiifieii by his own actual obser-

vation, that a ditngerous rebellion had occurred, involv.

ing an open defiance of the laws, and tlie establishment

of an insurgent government in that city. In the Gover-
nor's dispatch of July 15, he infi>rms the Secretary of

State that

" This movement at Lawrence was the beginning of a plan,

originating In that city,- to organize iu,surrection throughout
the. Territory, and especially in all to-wus, cities and counties

where the kepublican parly have a majority Lawrence is

the hotbed of all the AboUtiou movemf-nts in this Territory.

It is the town established by Ihe Abolition Societies of ihe

East, and. While there are respectable people there, it is filled

by a considerable pumber of mercenaries, who are paid by
Abolition Societies to perpetuate and dilluse agitation through-
out Kansas, and prevent a peaceful seiilemeut of this ques-
tion. Hanug failed in inducing their own so-called Topeka
Stale Legislature to organizu this insurrection, Lawrence has
commenced it herself, and, if not arrested, the rebellion will

extend throughout the Territory."

And again

:

" In order to send this communication immediately by mail,

I must close, assuring you that the spirit of rebellion pervades
the great mass of the" Republican part.r of this Territory,

instigated, as I entertain no doubt they are, by Eastern So-

cieties, having in view results most disastrous to the Govern-
ment and the Union ; and that Ihe continued presence of Gen,
Harney is indispensable, as was originally sdpulated by me,
with a'large body of dragoons and several batteries."

On the 2(ith of July, 1857, Gen. Lane, under the

authorit.v of the Topeka Convention, undertook, as Gea.
Walker informs us,

"To organize the whole Free-State party into vokmteers,
and to take the names of all who refuse enrolment. The pro-

fessed object was/ to protect the polls at the elections, in

August, of a new insurgent Topeka State Legislature. The
oliject in taking the names of all who refuse enrollment is to

terrify the Free-State Conservatives into submission. This is

proved by the recent atrocities committed oa such men by the

Topekaites. The speedy locaiion of large bodies of regular
troops here with two batteries is necessary. The Lawrence
insurgents await the developments of this uew military organ
izatioa."

In the Governor's dispatch of JuIy-27, he says that

" Gen. Lane and his stall' everywhere deny 'h-^ au'hnriiT of

the Territorial laws, and couus'el a total disregard of these

enactments."

Without making further quotations of a similar charac-

ter from other dispatches of Governor Walker, it appears,

by reference to Secretary Stanton's communication to

Gen. Cass on the 9th of December last, that

" The important step of calUng the legisiamre together was
taken after 1 (he^ bad beeome saiisfled ib^it the eleetiou onlered
by the Convention on the 21st of l^leceuiber could not be con-
ducted without collision and bloodshed."

So intense was the disloyal feehng among the enemies

of the Government established b.v Congress, that an
election which afforded them opportunities, if in the ma-
jority, of making Kansas a Free State acririling to their

own expressed desire, could not be conci.icted without

collision and bloodshed. The truth is that, up to the

present moment, the enemies of the existing government
still adhere to their Topeka revolutionary constitution

and government. The very first paragraph of the mes-

sage of Gov. Robinson, dated the 7th of Decembe , to the

Topeka Legislature, now assembled at Lawrence, con-

tains an open defiance of the laws and Constitution of

the United States. The Governor says

:

" The Coiivenuon which framed the, Topeka Constituuoa
originated with ilij people of Kansas Territory. They



118 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

have adopted and ratiBei the same twice by a direct vo'.^. also
|

indir-c.lv ihrough two elections for Stale otfl'^i-rs aud mem-
bers of i"lip Stat liCgi'^lature ;

yet i' has pleaseii the Admiais-

traiion to i-i-gard the wliol'; pt-oceeding as revolutionary."

This Topeka Government, adhered to with such trea-

sonable pertinacity, is a gov? <oment in direct opposition

10 the existing government p,'jscribcu and recogniJted by

Congress.
It is usurpation of the same character as it would be

for a portion of the people of any State to undertake to

establish a separate government within its limits for

the purpose of redressing any grievance, real or imag-

inary, of which they might complain against the legiti-

mate State Government. Such a pr nciple, if carried into

execution, would destroy all lawful authority and pro-

duce universal anarchy. Fiom this statement of facts,

the reason becomes palpable wliy the enemies of the gov-

ernment authorized by Cong ess have refused to vote for

the delegates to the Kansas Constitutional Convention,

and also, afterward, on the question of Slavery stibmitted

by it to the people. It is because tliey have" ever refused

to sanction or recognize any other Constitution than that

framed at Topeka. Had the whole Lecompton Constitu-

tion been submitted to the people, the adherents of- this

organization would doubtless have voted against it, be-

cause, if successful, they would thus have removed the

obstacles out of the way of their own revolutionary Con-

stitution ; they would have done this, not upon the con-

sideration of the rae-its of the whole or part of the

Lecompton Constitution, but simply because they have

ever resisted the authority of the government authorized

by Congress from which it emanated. Such being the

unfortunate condition of affairs in the Territory, what was

the right as well as the duty of the law-abiding people?

Were they silently and patiently to submit to the Topeka
usurpation, or to adopt the necessary measure to estab-

lish a Constitution under the authority of the organic law

of Congress ? That this law recognized the right of the

people of the Te-ritory, without an enabling act of Con-

gress, to form a State Constitption, is too clear for argu-

ment. For Congress "to leave the people of the Terri-

tory perfectly free" in framing their Constitution '' to

form and regulate their domestic institutions in their own
way, subject only to the Constitution of the United

States," aud then'to say that they shall not be permitted

to proceed and frame the Constitution in their own way,
without e.xpress autliority from Congress, appears to be

almost a contradiction in terms. It would be much
more plausible to contend that Congress had no power to

pass such an enabling act, than to argue that' the people

:if a Territory might be kept opt of the Union for an indefi-

nite per:0d, and until itm'ght please Congress to permit
them to exercse the right of self-government. This

would be to adopt, not their own way, but the way -which

Congress might prescribe. - It is impossible that any peo-

ple could have proceeded with more regularity in the

formation of a Constitution than the people of Kansas
have done. It was necessary, first, to ascert;iin whether
it was the desire of the peo[ile to be relieved from their

Territorial dependence and establish a State Government.
For this purpose, the Te;ritorial Legislature, in 1S55,

passed a law for taking the sense of the people of the

Territory upon the expediency of calling a Convention to

form a State Constitution at the general election to be
held in October, 1S56. The " sense of the people" was
accordingly taken, and they deicided in favor of a Coji-

vention.
It is true that at this election the enemies of the Terri-

torial Government did not vote, because they were then
engaged at Topeka, without the slightest pretext of law-

ful authority, in framing a Constitution of their own for

subverting the Territorial Government In pursuance
of this decision of the people in favor of a Convention,
the Territorial Le.^islature, on the '27th of February, 1S57,

passed an act for the election of delegates on the third

Monday of June, 1857, to frame a State Constitution.

This law is as fair in its provisions as any that ever
passed a legislative body for a sinfiilar purpose. The right

of suffrage at this election is clearly and justly defined.

Every bona fide citizen of the United States, above the
age of twenty-one, "and who had resided therein for three
months previous to that dale, was entitled to a vote. In
order to avoid all inte.ference from neighboring States
and Territories w^ith the freedom and fairness of the elec-

tion, a provision was made for the registry of qualified
voters, and in pursuance thereof, nine thousand two hun-
dred and fifty-one voters were registered. Gov. Walker
did his whole duty in urging all qualified citizens of Kan-
•.as to vote at this election. In his Inaugural Address on
he 27th of May, he informed them that

—

"Under our practice, the prplirainaryact of framing a State
Oonstitution is uniformly performed through the Inslru-
meatality of a Convention of delegates chosen by the people

themselves. That Convention la now about to be elected b>
you, under the call of the Territorial Legislature urealed, ami
still recognized, by the authority of Congress and clothed by
it, in the comprehensive language of tlie organic law, wiiiiful)

power to make such an enactment. The Territorial Legisla-

ture, then. In assembling this Convention, were fully sustaji'd

)>y the act of Congress, and the authority of the Convention i.9

distinctly recognized in my instructions from the President of

the United States."

The Governor also clearly and distinctly warns thein

what would be the consequences if they did not partici-

pate in the election. The- people of Kansas, then, he
says,

" Are invited by the highest authority known to the Consti-

tution to participate freelv and fairly in the eleciiou of dele-

gates to frame a Cousipution aud State Government. The law
has performed its entire appropriate function, when it extends
to the people the right of suflrage ; but it cannot compel the

performance of that duty.. Throughout the whole Union,
however, and wlicrever free government prevails, those who
abstain from the exercise of the right of sufl'rage authorize
those who do vote to act for them in that contingency, and
aljsentees are as much bound, under the law and Constitution,

where there is no fraud or viols;uoe, by the act of the majority
of those who flo vo'.e, as if all had participated in the eliction.

Otherwise, as voting must be voluntary, self-government
would be impracticable, and monarchy or despotism would
remain as the only alternative."

It piay also be observed that at this period any hope,
if such had existed, that the Topeka Constitution would
ever be recognized by Congress must have been aban-
doned. Congress had adjourned on the third of March
previous, having recognized the legal existence of the

Territorial Legislature in a variety of forms, which I need
not enumerate. Indeed, the Delegate elected to the

House of Representatives under a Territorial law had
been admitted to a seat and had just completed his term
of service the day previous to my inauguration. This

was the propitious moment for settling all the difficulties

of Kansas. This was the time for abandoning the revo-

lutionary Topeka organization, and for the enemies of

the existing government to conform to the laws and unite

with its friends in framing a State Constitution. But this

they refused to do, and the consequences of their refusal

to submit to the lawful authority, and vote at the election

of delegates, may yet prove to be of the most deplorable
character. Would that the respect for the laws of the

land, which so eminently distinguished the men of the

past generation, could be revived ! It is a disregard and
violation of law which hasfor years kept the Territory

of Kansas in a state of almost open rebellion against its

Go'vernment—it is the same spirit whi'ch has produced
actual rebellion in Utah. Our only safety consists in

obedience and conformity to the law. Should a general
spirit against its enforcement prevail, this will prove fatal

to us as a nation.

We acknowledge no master but law, and should we cut

loose from its restraints and every one do what seemeth
good in his own eyes, our case would indeed be hopeless.

The enemies of the Territorial Government determined
still to resist the authority of Congress. They refused to

vote for delegates to the Convention, not because,

from circumstances which I need not detail, there was an
omission to register the comparatively few voters who
were inhabitants of certain counties in Kansas in the

early spring of 1S57, but because they had determined,
at all hazards, to adhere to their revolutionary organiza-

tion, and defeat the estabfishment of any other consti-

tution than that which they had framed at Topeka. The
election was therefore sufl'ered to pass by default, but of

this result the qualified electors who refused to vote can
never justly 90iuplaiu.

From this review, it is manifest that the Lecompton
Convention, according to every principle of constitu-

tional law, was legally constituted and invested with
power to frame a Constitution. The sacred principle of

Popular Sovereignty has been invoked in favor of the

enemies of Law and Order in Kansas ; but in what man-
ner is Popular Sovereignty to be exercised in this coun-

try if not through the instrumentality of established law ?

In certain small republics of ancient times, the people
did assemble in primary meeting, passed laws and di-

rected public affairs. In our country, this is manifestly

impossible. I'opular Sovereignty can be exercised here

only through the ballotbox ; aud if the people will refuse

to exercise it iit. this manner, as they have done in Kan-
sas at the election of Delegates, it is not for them to

complain that their rights have been violated.

The Kansas Convention, thus lawfully constituted, pro-

ceeded to frame a Constitution, and, having completed
their work, finally adjourned on the 7th of November
last. They did not think proper to submit the whole of

this Constitution to a popular vote, but they did submit
the question whether Kansas should be a Free or Slave

State to the people. This was the question which had con-



MR. BUCHANAN'S LECOMPTON MESSAGE. 119

vulsed the Union and shaken it to the very center. This

was the question wliich had lighted the flames of civil

war in Kansas and had produced dangerous sectional

parties throughout the confederacy. It was of a charac-

ter so parSimount in respect to the condition of Kansas,
as to rivet the anxious attention of the people of the

whole country upon it and it alode—no person thought
of any other question. For my own part, when I in-

structed Governor Walker in general terms in favor of

submitting the constitution to the people, I had no
object in view except the -all-absorbing, question of

Slavery. In what manner the people of Kansas might
regulate their other concerns, was not the subject which
attracted my attention. In fact, the general provisions

of our recent State constitutions, after an experience of

eighty years, are so similar and excellent that it would
be difficult to go far wrong at the present day in framing
a new constitution. I then believed, and still believe,

that, under the organic act, the Kansas Convention
were bound to submit tiiis all-important question of

Slavery to the people. It was never, however, my
opinion that, independently of tliis act, they would have
been bound to submit any portion of the constitution to

a popular vote in order to give it validity. Had I enter-

tained such an opinion, this would have been in opposi-
tion to many precedents in our history, commencing in

the very best age of our Republic. It would have been
in opposition to the principle which pervades our insti-

tutions, and which is every day carried into practice,

that the people, have aright to delegate to the repre-

sentatives chosen by themselves their sovereign power
to frame constitutions, enact laws, and perform many
other important acts, without requiring that these should
ne subjected to their subsequent approbation. It would
be a most inconvenient limitation of their own power,
imposed by the people upon themselves, to exclude
them from exercising their sovereignty in any lawful
manner which they think proper.

It is true that the people of Kansas might, if they had
pleased, have required the Convention to submit the con-
stitution to a popular vote, but this they have not done.
The only remedy, therefore, in this case is that which

exists in all other similar cases. If the delegates who
framed the Kansas Constitution have in any manner
violated the will of their constituents, the people always
possess the power to change their constitution or laws
according to their own pleasure. The question of Slavery
was submitted to an election of the people on the 21st of
December last, in obedience to the mandate of the-Con-
vention. Here, again, a fair opportunity was presented
to the adherents of the Topeka Constitution, if they were
the majority, to decide this exciting question " in their

own way," and thus restore peace to the distracted Ter-

ritory ; but they again refused to exercise the right of
Popular Sovereignty, and again suffered the election to

pass by default. I heartily rejoice that a wiser and bet-

ter spirit prevailed among a large majority of these
people on the first Monday in January, and that they
did on that day vote under tlie Lecompton Constitution
for a Governor and other State officers, a member of
Congress, and for members of the Legislature. This
election was warmly contested by the parties, and a larger
vote polled than at any previous election in the Territory.

We may now reasonably hope that the revolutionary
Topeka organization will be speedily and finally aban-
doned, and this will go far toward a final settlement of the
unhappy differences in Kansas. If frauds have been com-
mitted at this election by one or both parties, the legisla-

ture and people of Kansas, under their constitution, will

know how to redress themselves and punish these detesta-

ble but too common crimes without outside interference.

The people of Kansas-have, then, " in their own way,"
and in strict accordance with the organic act, framed a
Constitution and State Government, have submitted the
all-important question of Slavery to the people, and have
elected a Governor, a member to represent them in

Congress, members of the State Legislature and other
State officers ; and they now ask 'admission into the
Union under this constitution, which is republican in its

form. It is for Congress to decide whetlier they will

admit or reject the State which has thus been created.
For my own part, I am decidedly in favor of its admis-

sion, and thus terminating the Kansas question. This
will carry out the great principle of Non-intervention
recognized and sanctioned by the organic act, which
declares in express language in favor of the non-inter-
vention of Congress with Slavery in the States and
Territories, leaving the people " perfectly free to form
and regulate their domestic institutions in their own way,
subject only to the Constitution of the United States." In
this manner, by localizing the question of Slavery and
confining it to the people who it immediately concerned,
every patriot anxiously expected that this question would

be banished from the halls of Congress, where it has
always exerted a baneful influence throughout the whole
country.

It is proper that I should briefly refer to the election
held under the act of the Territorial Legislature on the
first Monday of January last on the Lecompton Consti-
tution. This election was held after tlie Territory had
been prepared for admission into the Union as a Sove-
reign State, and when no authority existed in the Terri-
torial Legislatuie which could possibly destroy its exist-
ence or change its character. The election, which was
peaceably conducted under ray instructions, involved
strange inconsistencies. A large majority of the persons
who voted against the Lecompton Constitution were at
the same time and place recognizing its valid existence
in the most solid and authentic manner by voting under
its provisions. I have yet received no official informa-
tion of the result of this election.

As a question of expediency, after right has been
maintained, it may be wise to reflect upon the benefits
to Kansas -and the whole country that will result from
its immediate admission into the Union, as well as the
disasters that may follow its rejection. Domestic peace
will be the happy consequence of the admission, and that
fine Territory, which has hitherto been torn by dissen-
sions, will rapidly increase in population and wealth, and
speedily realize the blessings and comforts which follow
in the train of agricultural and mechanical industry.

The people, then, will be sovereign, and can regulate
their affairs in their own way. If the majority of them
desire to abolish domestic Slavery within the State, there
is no other possible mode by which it can be effected so

speedily as by prompt admission. The wUl of the
majority is supreme and irresistible, when expressed in
an orderly and lawful manner. It can make and un-
make constitutions at pleasure. It would be absurd to

say that they can impose fetters upon their own power
which they cannot afterward remove. If they could do
this, they might tie their own hands just as well for a hun-
dred as for ten years. These are the fundamental princi-

ples of American freedom, and are recognized, I believe,

in some form or other by every State constitution ; and
if Congress, in the act of admission, should think proper
to recognize them, I can perceive no objection.

This lias been done emphatically in the constitution of

Kansas. It declares in its bill of rights that " All politi-

cal power is inherent in the people," and all free govern-
ment? are founded on their authority and instituted for

their benefit, and therefore have at all times an inalien-

able and indefeasible right to alter, reform and abolish

their form of government, in such manner as they may
think proper. The great State of New-York is at this

moment governed under a constitution framed and estab-

lished in direct opposition to a mode prescribed by the

previous constitution. If, therefore, a provision chang-
ing the constitution of Kansas after the year 1S&4, could
by possibility be construed into a prohibition to make
such change previous to that period, this prohibition

would be wholly unavailing. The legislature already
elected may, at its very first session, submit the question
to a vote of the people, whether they will or not have a
convention, to amend their constitution, and adopt all

necessary means for giving eff-ct to the popular will. It

has been solemnly adjudged, by the highest judicial tri-

bunal known to our laws, that Slavery exists in Kansas
by virtue of the Constitution of the United States.

Kansas is therefore at this moment as mucli a. Slave State

as Georgia or Stiuth Carolina. Without this, the equality

of the Sovereign States composing tlie Union would be
violated, and the use and enjoyment of a Territory ac-

quired by the common treasure of all the States, would
be closed against the people and property of nearly half

the members of the Confederacy. Slavery can, therefore,

never be prohibited in Kansas, except through the means
of a consiituiional provision ; and in no other manner can
this be obtained so promptly, if the majority of the people
desire it, as by admitting her into the Union under her
present constitution. On the other hand, should Con-
gress reject the constitution, under the idea of affording

the disaffected in Kansas a third opportunity to prohibit

Slavery in the Stafe, which they might have done twice

before if in the majority, no man can foretell the conse-

quences. If Congress, for the sake of those men who re-

fused to vote for delegates to the convention, when they

might have excluded Slavery from the constitution, and
who afterward refused t« vote oh the 21st of December,
when they might, as they claim, have stricken Slavery

from the constitution, should now reject the State be-

cause Slavery remains in the constitution, it is manifest

that the agitation upon this dangerous subject will be re-

newed in a more alarming form than it has ever yet

assumed. Every patriot in the country had indulged the

hope that the Kansas-Nebraska Act would have put a
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final end to the Slavery agitation, at least in Congress,

which had for more than twenty years convulsed the

country and endangered the Union. This act involved

great and fundamental principles, and, if fairly carried

into eflfect, will settle the question. Sliould agitation be

again revived—should the people of sister States be again

estranged from each other with more than their former
bitterness—this will arise from a cause, so far as the in-

terests of Kansas are concerned, more trifling and in-

significant than has ever stirred the elements of a great

people into commotion. To the people of Kansas, the

only practical difference between admission or rejection,

depends simply upon the fact whetlier they can them-
selves more speedily change their present Constitution if

it does not accord with the will of the majority, or frame
a second Constitution to be submitted to Congress here-

after.

Even if this were a question of mere expediency and
not of right, a small difference of time one way or the

other, is not of the least importance, when contrasted

with the evils wliich must necessarily result to the whole
country from the revival of the Slavery agitation.

In considering this question, it should never be for-

gotten that in proporiion, to its insignificance, let the

decision be what it may, so far as it may affect a few
thousand inhabitants of Kansas, who have from the be-

ginning resisted the Constitution and the laws, for this

very reason the rejection of the Constitution will be so

much the more keenly felt by the people of fourteen

States of tlie Union wliere Slavery is recognized under
the Constitution of the United States.

Again the speedy admission of Kansas into the Union
will restore peace and quiet to the whole country.
Already the affairs of this Territory have engrossed an
undue proportion of public attention. They have sadly
affected the fiiendly relations of the people of the States
with each otlier and alarmed the feai'S of patriots for the
safety of the Union. Kansas once admitted into the
Union, the excitement becomes localized and would soon
die away for want of oi.ts.de aliment, and then every
difficulty could be settled bj' the ballot-box. Besides,
and no trifling consideration, I shall tlieu be enabled to

withdraw the troops from Kansas, and employ them on a
service where they are much needed. They have been
kept there on the earnest importunity of Governor
Walker, to maintain the existence of the Territorial
Government, and secure the execution of the laws. He
considered at least two thousand regular troops, under
the command of General Harney, were necessary for this

purpose. Acting upon his reliable information, I have
been obliged in some degree, to interfere with the ex-
pedition to Utah in order to keep down the rebellion in
Kansas. Tliis lias involved very heavy expenses to the
Government. Kansas once admitted, it is believed there
will no longer be occasion there for the troops.

I have thus performed my duty on this important
question under a deep sense of my responsibility to God
and to the country. Jly public life will terminate in a
brief period, and I have no other object of earthly ambi-
tion than to leave my country in a peaceful and pros-
perous condition, and to live in the affections and
respect of my countrymen. The dark and ominous
clouds now impending over the Union I conscientiously
believe will be dissipated witli honor to every portion of
it by the admission of lvaiis;is during the present session
of Congress ; whereas, if sm- should be rejected, I greatly
fear these clouds will become darker and more ominous
than any which have evi- yet threatened the Constitu-
tion and the Union. (.~i;^ued) James Buchanan.

The Lecoiupton Con.^titution contains a pro-
vision on the subject ot' Slavery, as follows:

SLAVERV.

§ 1. The right of property is before and higher than
any constitutional sauciiou, and the right of the owner
of a slave to sucli a slave and its increase is the same,
and is inviolable, as the right of the owner of any pro-
perty whatever.

§ 2. The Legislature shall have no power to pass laws
*or the emancipation of slaves without the consent of
their owners, or without paying their owners, previous
to emancipation, a full equivalent in money for the
slaves so emancipated. They shall have no power to
prevent emigrants to the State from bringing with them
such persons as are deemed slaves by the laws of any
one of the United States or Territories so long as any
persons of the same age or description sliall be continued
slaves by the laws of this State

;
provided, that such

person or slave be the 6(3raa_^c/e property of such emi-
grant ; and provided, also, that laws may be passed to
prohibit the introduction of slaves into this State who
iave committed high crimes in other States cr Territories.

They shall have power to permit the owners of slaves to
emancipate them, saving the rights of creditors, and
preventing them from becoming a public charge. They
shall have power to oblige the owners of slaves to treat

them with humanity—to provide for their necessary fooc
and clothing—to abstain from all injuries to them,
extending to life or limb—and, in case of neglect or
refusal to comply with the direction of such laws, to

have such slave or slaves sold for the benefit of the
owner or owners.

§ 3. In the -prosecution of slaves for crimes of higher
grade than petit larceny, the Legislature shall have no
power to deprive them of an impartial trial by a petit

jury.

§ 4. Any person who shall dismember or deprive a
slave of life shall suffer such punishment as would be
inflicted In case the like offense had been committed on
a free white person, and on the like proof, except in case
of insurrection of such slave.

This provision, and this provision alone, it

was finally determined by a close vote to sub-

mit to the registered electors. For this purpose,

by the terms of a schedule annexed to the

Constitution, an election was to be held on the
21st of December. The ballots cast were to be
indorsed either " Constitution with Slavery," or
•' Constitution with No Slavery." Thus to have
the privilege of voting No Slavery, it was still

made necessary to vote for the Constitution,

beside which, all persons offering to vote must,
if challenged, " take an oath to support the

Constitution if adopted."

If the number of votes " for the Constitution

without Slavery" should be a majority, then
the schedule provides, that " The rights of
property in slaves now in the Territory, shall

in no manner be interfered with." Making it

impossible to abolish Slavery.

This schedule, as if with a direct view of

superseding the Territorial Legislature and
Congressional delegate elect, further provided
that the Constitution shall be in force " after

its ratification by the people" (without waiting

for the approval of Congress) a State election

to be held on the first Monday in January,

1858, for the choice of a Governor, Lieutenant-

Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, State

Treasurer, and members of the Legislature, and
also a member of Congress. It also provided

(as if to deprive the Territorial Legislature of

all power of acting) that all laws in force not

repugnant to the Constitution shall continue

until altered, amended or repealed by a Legis-

lature assembled under the provisions of this

Constitution ; and that ail officers, civil or

military, under the authority of the Territory

of Kansas, shall continue to hold and exercise

their respective offices until superseded by the

authority of the State : the first meeting of the

State Legislature to take place upon the issue

of a proclamation by the President of the

Convention, upon the receipt of official infor-

mation that Congress has admitted Kansas into

the Union. A provision is also inserted in-

tended to prevent any amendment previous to

tlie year 1864, and then only upon the concur-

rence of two-thirds of the members of both

houses, and "a majority of all the citizens of

the State."

LECCMPTON AND ENGLISH BILLS.

The following record of the action of Congress
on the admission of Kansas under the Lecomp-
tou Constitution, will be interesting for future

reference.
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The original bill, as it passed the Senate

under the lead of Senator Green (March 23,

1858), was as follows :

TaB LECOMPTON BILL.

A Bill for the Admise,ion of the State of Kansas into
the Union, pf€Hented in the Senate by Mr. Green,
of itisucriiri. from the Commiiiee on Territories,
Feht-wary 17, 1858.

Whereas, The people of the Territory of Kansas did,

by a Convention of Delegates called and assembled at

Leeomplon, September 4, 1S57, form for themselves a
Constitution and State Government, which said Conven-
tion having aslied the admission of the Territory into

the Union as a State on an equal footing with the original

States,

Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Represen-
taUves of the United States of America in Congress
assembled. That the State of Kansas shall be, and is

hereby declared to be, one of the United States of
America, and admitted into the Union on an equal foot-

ing with the original States, in all respects whatever;
and the said State shall consist of all the territory in-

cluded within the following boundaries, to wit : Begin-
ning at a point on the western boundary of the State of
Missouri where the thirty-seventh parallel of latitude
crosses the same; thence west on said parallel to the
eastern boundary of New Mexico ; thence north on said
boundary to latitude thirty-eight; thence following said
boundary westward to the eastern boundary of the Terri-
tory of Utah, on the summit of the Rocky Mountains;
thence northward on said summit to the fortieth parallel
of latitude ; thence east on said parallel to the western
boundary of the State of Missouri; thence south with the
westward boundary of said State, to the place of begin-
ning: . . .

§ 'i. And be it farther enacted, That the State of
Kansas is admitted into the Union upon the express con-
dition that said State shall never interfere with the
primary disposal of the public lands, or with any regula-
tions which Congress may find necessary for securing the
title in said lauds to the bona fide purchasers and
grantees thereof, or impose or levy any tax, assessment,
or imposition of any description whatsoever upon them,
or other property of the United States, within the limits of
said State ; and that nothing in this act shall be construed
to abridge or infringe any right of the people asserted in
the Constitution of Kansas, at all times, to alter, reform
or abolish their form of government in such manner as
they may think proper. Congress hereby disclaiming any
authority to intervene or declare the construction of the
Constitution of any State, except to see that it is republi-
can in form and not in conflict with the Constitution of
the United States ; and nothing in this act shall be con-
strued as an assent by Congress to all or to any of the
propositions or claims contained in the ordinance an-
nexed to the Constitution of the people of Kansas, nor to
deprive the said State of Kansas of the same grants
which were contained in said act of Congress, entitled,
" An act to authorize the people of the Territory of
Minnesota to form a Constitution and State Government,
preparatory to admission into the Union on an equal
footing with the original States," approved February 26,
1853.

§ 3. And be it further enacted. That until the next
general census shall be t;iken, and an apportionment of
representation made, the State of Kansas shall be entitled
to one Representative in the House of Representatives of
the United States.

The bill passed, 33 to 25, as follows:

TEAS—FOR LECOMPTON.

Alabama.—Fitzpatrick, Clay. Arkansas.—Sebastian,
Johnson. California.—Gwin. Delawake.—Bayard.
Florida.—Mallory, Yulee. Gkorgia.—lyerson, Toombs.
Indiana.—Fitch, Bright. Iowa.—Jones. KKNTtJCKT.—
Thompson. LnaisUNA—Benjamin, Slidell. Maryland.
—Pearce, Kennedy. JIissusippi —Brown. MissonKi.

—

Green, Polk. New-Jersky.—Wright, Thomson. North
CiEOLiNA — Bigg-i. Pennsylvania —Bigler. Ruodb
Island.—Allen. Sodtu Carolina.—Evans, Hammond.
Tennkssee.—Johnson. Texas.—Henderson, Houston.
Virginia.—Mason, Hunter. -Total, 83,

NAYS

—

against LECOMPTON.

California.—Broderick. Coxnecticijt.—Foster,Dixon.
Illinois.— Duugliis, Trumbull Iowa.—Harlan. Ken-
TCCKY.

—

Crittenden. Maine.—Fessenden, Ilamlin.
Ma^sachl'sktts.— IFiisow, Summer. Michigan.—Stuart,
Chandler. New-Hampsiiike.— //ctZ«», Clark. New-
YoRs..—Seward, King. Ohio.-Pugli, Wads. Rhodu

Island.—Simmons. Tknnbsseb.—Bell. Vermont —
Collamer, Foot. Wisconsin.—Durkee, Doolittle. To-
tal, 25.

Absent or not voting.—Messrs. Bites (Del.), Reid
(N. C), Davis (Mi.), Cameron{Pii.) Mr. Cameron paired
off with Mr. Davis.

Previous to taking this vote, Mr. Crittenden
moved a substitute for the bill, in substance,
that the Constitution be submitted to the people
at once, and, if approved, the President to

admit Kansas by proclamation. If rejected,

the people to call a Convention and frame a
Constitution. The substitute made special pro-
vision against frauds at the election.

This substitute was lost : Yeas, 24 ; Nays, 34.

On the first of April, the bill was taken up in

the House and read once, when, its second
reading having been objected to by Mr. Gid-
dings, the question recurred under the rule,

Shall the bill be rejected? A vote was taken
and resulted. Yeas, 95 ; Nays, 137.

Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., offered as a substi-

tute, with slight alterations, the bill which Mr.
Crittenden had offered in the Senate. Mr.
Quitman, of Mississippi, also offered a substitute,

wliich was the same as the Senate bill, with the
omission of the declaratory clause, " that the

people shall have the right at all times to alter

or amend the Constitution in such manner as

they think proper," etc.

Mr. Quitman's substitute was lost—Yeas, 72;
Nays, 100, the yeas being all from the Slave
States, and Mr. Montgomery's was adopted, 120
to 112.

The Crittenden-Montgomery substitute, as it

passed the House, was in the following words

:

§ 1. Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Kansas be,
and is hereby, admitted into the Union on an equal foot-

ing with the original States in all respects whatever ; but
inasmuch as it is greatly disputed whether the Constitu-
tion framed at Lecouipton on the 7th day of November
last, and now pending before Congress, was fairly made,
or expressed the wi 1 of the people of Kansas, this admis-
sion of her into the Union^s a State is here declared to
be upon this fundamental condition precedent, namely :

That the said constitutional instrument shall be first sub-
mitted to a vote of the people of Kansas, and assented to

by them, or a majority of the voters, at an election to be
held for the purpose ; and as soon as such assent shall be
given, and duly made known, by a majority of the Com-
missioners herein appointed, to the President of the
United Slates, he shall announce the same by proclama-
tion, and thereafter, without any fiirther proceedings on
the part of Congress, the admission of the said State of
Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with the
original States, in all respects whatever, shall be complete
and absolute. At the said election the voting shall be by
ballot, and by indorsing on his ballot as each voter may
please, '"for the Constitution," or " against the Constitu-
tion." Should the said Constitution be rejected at the
said election by a majority of votes being cast against it,

then, and in that event, the inhabitants of said Territory
are hereby authorized and empowered to form for them-
selves a Constitution and State Government by the name
cf the State of Kansas, aocording to the Federal Con-
stitution, and to that end may elect delegates to a con-
vention as hereinafter provided.

§ 2. And, be itfurther enacted. That the said State of
Kansas shall have concurrent jurisdiction on the Missouri
and all other rivers and waters bordering on the said State
of Kansas, so far as ihesame shall form a common bound-
ary to said Stale and any other State or States now or
hereafter to be formed or bounded by the same ; and
said rivers and waters, and all the navigable waters of
said State, shall be common highways and f u-ever free,

as well to the inhabitants of said State'as to all other citi-

zens of the United States, without any tax, duty, impost,
or toll therefor.

§ 8. And be itfurther enacted, That for the purpose
of insuring, as far as possible, that the elections autlior-

ized by this act may be fair and free, the Governor and
the Secretary of the Territory of Kansas, and the presid-
ing officers of the two branches of its Legislature, namely
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the PreBident of the Council and Speaker of the House of

Representatives, are hereby constituted a board of com-
missioners to carry into effect the provisions of this act,

and to use all the means necessary and proper to that

end. Any three of them shall constitute a Board ; and
the board shall have power and authority, in respect to

each and all of the elections hereby authorized or pro-

vided for, to designate and establish precincts for voting,

or to adopt those already established ; to cause polls to

De opened at such places as it may deem proper in the re-

spective counties and election precincts of said Territory

;

to appoint, as judges of election at each of the several

places of voting, three discreet and respectable persons,

any two ofwhom shall be competent to act; to require the
Sheriffs of the several counties, by themselves or deputies,

to attend thejudges at each of the places of voting, for

the purpose of preserving peace and good order, or the

said Board may, instead of said Sheriffs and their deputies,

appoint, at their discretion, and in such instances as they
may choose, other fit persons for the same purpose ; and
when the purpose of the election is to elect delegates to a
Convention to form a Constitution, as hereinbefore pro-

vided for, the number of delegates shall be sixty, and
they shall be apportioned by said Board among the

several counties of said Territory, accordingto the num-
ber of voters; and in malsing this apportionment, the

Board may join two or more counties together to make
an election or representative district, where neither of

the said counties has the requisite number of voters to

entitle it to a delegate, or to join a smaller to a larger

county having a surplus population, where it may serve
to equalize the representation. The elections hereby
authorized shall continue one day only, and shall not be
continued later than sundown on that day. The said

Board shall appoint the day of election for each of the

elections hereby authorized, as the same may become
necessary. The said Governor shall announce, by pro-
clamation, the day appointed for any one of said elections,

and the day shall be as early a one as is consistent with
due notice thereof to the people of said Territory, subject

to the provisions of this act. The said Board shall have
full power to prescribe the time, manner and places of
each of said elections, and to direct the time and manner
of the returns thereof, which returns shall be made to the

said Board, whose duty it shall be to announce the result

by proclamation, and to appoint therein as early a day
as practicable for the delegates elected (where the election
has been for delegates) to assemble in Convention at the
seat of Government of said Territory. When so assembled,
the Convention shall first determine, by a vote, whether
it is the wish of the proposed State to be admitted into the
Union at that time ; and if so, shall proceed to form a
Constitution, and take all necessary steps for the estab-
lishment of a State Government, in conformity with the
Federal Constitution, suliject to the approval and ratifica-

tion of the people of tiie proposed Slate. And the said
Convention shall accoiiliiigly provide for its submission
to the vote of the people lor approval or rejection ; and
if the majority of votes shall be given for the Constitution
so framed as aforesaid, tlie Governor of the Territory
shall, witliin twenty days after the result is known, notify
the President of the ijnited States of the same. And
thereupon t!ie President shall announce the same by pro-
clamation, and thereafter, and without any further pro-
ceedings whatever on the part of Congress, the admission
of the said State of Kansas into the Union, upon an equal
footing with the original States in all respects whatever,
shall be complete and absolute.

§ 4. And he, itfurther enacted. That in the elections
hereby autliorized, all white male inhaldtants of said Ter-
ritory over the age of twenty-one years, who are legal
voters under the laws of the Territory of Kansas, and
none others, shall be allowed to vote; and this shall be
the only qualification required to entitle the voter to the
right of suffrage in said elections. And if any person not
so qualified shall vote or offer to vote, or if any person
shall vote more than once at either of said elections, or
shall make, or cause to be made, any false, fictitious or
fraudulent returns, or shall alter or change any returns
of either of said elections, such person shall, upon convic-
tion thereof before any court of competent jurisdiction, be
kept at hard labur not less than six months, and not
more than three years.

§ 5. And he it fiurthor enacted. That the members of
the aforesaid Boaid of Commissioners, and all persons
appointed by them to carry into effect the provisions of
this act, shall, before entering upon their duties, take an
oath to perform faithfully the duties of their respective
oflices ; ami on failure thereof, they shall be liable and
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided
n like cases under the Territorial laws.

§ 6. And he ilfurtlier enacted. That the officers men-
tioned in the preceding section shall receive for their ser-

Tices the same compensation as is given for like serrieas

under the Territorial laws.

§ 7. And be it further enacted. That the said State of
Kan.sas, when her admission as a State becomes complete
and absolute, sliall be entitled to one member in the
House of Representatives, in the Congress of the United
States, till the next census be taken by the Federal Gov-
ernment.

§ 8. And be it further enacted. That the following

propositions be, and the same are hereby offered to the

said people of Kansas for their free acceptance or rejec-

tion, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on the United
States and upon the Said State of Kansas, to wit : First,

That the sections numbered sixteen and thir y-six in

every township of public lauds in said State, and where
either of said sections, or any part thereof has ijeen sold

or otherwise disposed of, other lands equivalent thereto,

and as contiguous as may be, shall be granted to said

State for the use of schools. Second, That seventy-two
sections of land shall be set apart and reserved for the

use and support of a State University, to be selected by
the Governor of said State, subject to the approval of
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and to be
appropriated and applied in such manner as the Legis-

lature of said State may prescribe for the purpose afore-

said, but for no other purposes. Third, That ten entire

sections of land, to be selected by the Governor of said

State, in legal subdivisions, shall be granted to said State
for the purpose of completing the public buildings, or for

the erection of others at the seat of government, under
the direction of the Legislature thereof. Fourth, That
aU salt springs within said State, not exceeding twelve in

number, with six sections of land adjoining, or as contigu-

ous as may be to each, shall be granted to said State for

its use ; the same to be selected by the Governor thereof
within one year after the admission of said State, and
when so selected, to be used or disposed of on such
terms, conditions and regulations as the Legislature shall

direct : Provided, That no salt springs or land the right

whereof is now vested in any individual or individuals,

or which may be hereafter be confirmed or adjudged to
any individual or individuals, shall by this article be
granted to said State. Fifth, That five per centum of
the net proceeds of sales of all public lands lying within
said States, which shall be sold by Congress after the ad-
mission of said State into the Union, after deducting all

the expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to said
State, for the purpose of making pubhc roads and inter-

nal improvements, as the Legislature shall direct : Pro-
vided, The foregoing propositions hereinbefore offered

are on the condition that the people of Kansas shall pro-

vide, by an ordinance, irrevocable without the consent
of the United States, that said State shall never interfere

with the primary disposal of the soil within the same, by
the United States, or with any regulations C:ngi'ess may
find necessary for securing the title in said soil to homi
fide purchasers thereof, and that no tax shall be imposed
on lands belonging to the United States, and that in no
case shall non-resident proprietors be taxed higher than
residents. Sixth: And that the said Siate shall never
tax the land j or the property of the United States in that

State : Provided however. That nothing n. this act of
admission shall be so construed as to ratify or accept the

ordinance attached to said Constitution ; but said o'di-

nance is hereby rejected by the Government of the Uni-
ted States.

The following are the Yeas and Nays

:

TEAS—TO AMEND OR SUBSTITUTE.

California.—McKibbin—1.

CoNNECTicDT.

—

Clark, Dean—2.

Illinois.—Elihv, Washhume, Fornsicorth, Lovejoy,
Kellogg, RIorris, Harris, Shaw, Robert Smith, Sam. S.

Marshall—9.

Indiana.—English, Foley, Eilgore, 3. G. Davis, Wileon,
ColfcuD, Case, Pettit—8.
Iowa.— Curtis, T. Davis—3.

Kbntuckt.—Underwood, Humphrey Marshall—2.
Maine.— Wood, Oilman, Abbott, Morse, I. Wash-

burne, Foster—6.

Martland.—RiCAUD, J. M. Harris, H.Winter Davis—8.

Massachusetts.—Rail, Buffi-nton, Damrell, Comins,
Burlingame, Davis, Gooch, Knajip, Tliayer, Chuffee,
Dawes— \1.

MicMiGKS.—Howard, Waldrpn, Walbridge, Leach— i.

MissouRL

—

Blair—1.

New-Hampshire.—PiA-e, Tappan, Cragin—8.

New-Jersey. —C/aw.son., Bobbins, Adrain—S.

North Carolina.—Gilmer—1.

New-York.—Haskin, H. F. Clark, Murray, TJiompson,
Olin, Dodd, Palmer, Spinner, Clark B. Cochrane,
Mjrse, Maitkstn, B&JUieti, Goodwin, Hoard, Granger
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Morgan, Pottle, Parker, Kelsey, Andrews, Sherman,
Biifz-oufffiJi, Petiion—23.

Ohio.— Pendleton, Groesbeck, Campbell, Nivhole,
Mott, Cockerill, Harlan, Stanton, Hall, Horton, Cox,
Shm-man, Blins, Tompkins, Lawrence, Leiter, Wade,
Giddingx, Bingham—19.

Pennsylvania.—^. J. Morris, Owen Jones, Hickman,
Poberts, Kunkel, Grow, Eclie, Covode, Montgomsry,
liiU-h.ie, Purviance, Steiuart, Dick, Chapman.— 14.

Khode Island.—Durfee, Brayton—2.

Vkkmont.— Wdlion, Morrill, lioyce—Z.
yyiicoa^j^.—Potter, C. C. Washburne, Billinghurat—

«. —Total, 120.

manded the previous question. Tlie call for the
previous question was lost by the casting vote
of the Speaker : 108 to 108. Very much to
the surprise of the IIou.se, Mr. English, of Indi-
ana, who had acted with the Anti-Lecomptoii
party up to this time, moved that the House
agree to a Conference Committee, and that a
committee of three be appointed by the
Speaker to meet a similar committee of the
Senate, and on this he called for the previous
question, which was ordered. The Yeas and
Nays were called, and the vote stood 108 to
108 : the Speaker voting in the affirmative, Mr.
English's proposition was agreed to. The Yeas
and Nays were as follows :

Yeas.—Messrs. Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barks-
dale, Bishop, Bocock, Bonliam, Bowie, Boyce, Branch,
Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Caruthers, Caskie, Clark (Mo.),
Clay, Clemens, Clingman, Cobb, John Cochrane, Craig
(Mo.), Craige (N. C. », Crawford, Curry, Davidson, Davis
(Miss.), Dewart, Dowdell, Edniundson, Elliot, English,
Eustis, Faulkner, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Goode,
Greenwood, Gregg, II<iU (Ohio), Hatch, Hawkins, Hill,
Hopkins, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett,

MissonRi.

—

Anderson, Clark, Craig, WoonsoN, Phelps 1 Jones (Tenn.), J. Glancy Jones, Owen Jones, Keitt,

Alabama.—Stallworth, Shorter, Dowdell, Moore, Hous-
ton, (.obb, Curry—7.

Arkansas.—Greenwood, Warren—2.

California.—Scott—1.

CoNNKCTicuT.—Arnold, Bishop—2.
Delawark.—Whiteley—1.

Florida.—Hawkins—1.

Georgia.—Seward, Crawford, Trippe, Gartrell, Wright,
Jackson, Hill, Stephens— 8.

Indlana.—Niblack, Hughes, Gregg—8.

Kentuckt.—Burnett, Peyton, Talbott, Jewett, Elliott,

Clay, Mason, Stevenson—S.

Louisiana.—EosTis, Taylor, Davidson, Sandidge—4.

Maryland.—Stewart, Kunkel, Bowie— 3.

Mississippi.-Lamar, R. Davis, Barksdaie, Singleton,
Quitman—5.

New-Jersey.—Huyler, Wortendyke—2.

North Carolina.—Shaw, Iluffin, Winslow, Branch,
Scales, Craige, Clingman—7.

New-YoiiK.—Searing, Taylor, Sickles, Kelly, Maclay,
John Cochrane, Ward, Russell, Corning, Hatch—10.
Ohio.— Miller, Burns—2.

Pennsylvania.—Florence, Landy, Phillips, Glancy
Jones, Leldy, Dimmick, White, Ahl, Gi'Jis, Reilly, De-
wart— 11.

South Carolina.—McQueen, Miles, Keiit, Bonham,
Boyce—5.

Tennessee.—Watkins, Maynaed, S. A, Smith, Savage,
Rn.ADY, Jones, Wright, Zollicoefer, Atkins, Avery—10.
Texas.—Bryan, Keagan—2.

Virginia.-Garnet, Millson, Caskie, Goode, Bocock,
Powell, Smith, Faulkner, Letcher, Clemens, Jenkins, Ed-
mundson. Hopkins—13. Total, 112.
Abucni—CaxvXhtrs (xMo.)

recapitulation.

Yeas.
Republicans, 92 : Democrats, 22 ; Americans, 6. Total

-120.
Nays.

Democrats, 104 ; Americans, 8. Total—113.

The bill having been returned to th.e Senate
on the second day of April, Mr. Green moved
to disagree to the House amendment which
motion was adopted : Yeas, 34, Nays, 22.

The following are the Nays :

Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Col-
lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden,
Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Seward, Sim-
mons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson.

In the House of Representatives, on the "Tth

of April, Mr. Montgomery, of Pennsylvania,
moved that the House adhere to its amend-
ment, which motion was carried, Yeas, 119,
Nays 111—the vote being the same as on the
adoption of the amendment, with the exception
of Messrs. Marshall and Bowie, who paired off

and did not vote.

_
On the 13th of April, the Senate voted to in-

sist and ask for a conference committee, Yeas,
SO, Nays, 24—the Nays being the same as the
Naya on Mr. Green's motion to disagree, with
the addition of Messrs. Bell and Sumner. On
the following day, the Hsuse received a mes-
sage from the Senate insisting on its disagree-
ment and asking a committee of conference,
when Mr. Montgomery, of Pa., moved that the
House insist on its adherence, oc which he di-

Kelly, Kunkel (Md.), Lamar, Landy, Leidy, Letcher,
Maclay, McQueen, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Mill-
son, Moore, Niblack, Orr, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps,
Phillips, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Reagan, Kuffin, Rus-
sell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, Scott, Searing, Seward,
Shaw (N. C), Shorter, Singleton, Smith (Tenn.), Smith
(Va.), Stallworth, Stephens, Stevenson, Stewart (Md.

),

Talbott, Taylor (N. Y.), Tiippe, Ward, Warren, Watkins,
White, Winslow, Woodson, Wortendyke, Wright (Ua.),
Wright (Tenn.), Zollicofifer—109.
[The four in iialios had hitherto voted anti-Lecomp-

ton.]

Nays.—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst,
Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, liiiffinton, Burlingame,
Burroughs, Campbell, Case, ChalTee, Chapman, Clark
'Conn.), Clark (N. Y.), Clawson, Cockerill, Colfax, Com-
ins, Covode, Cox, Cragin, Curtis, Damrell, Davis (Md.),
Davis (Ind.), Davis (Mass.), Davis (Iowa;, Dawes, Dean,
Dick, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foley,
Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger,
Groesbeck; Grow, Hall (Mass.), Harlan, Harris (Md.),
Harris, (111.), Haskin, Hickman, Hoard, Hoi ton, Howard,
Kellogg, Kelsey, Knapp, Lawrence, Leiter, Lovejoy, Mar-
shall (Ky.) Marshall (111.), Matteson, Montgomery, Mor-
gan, Morrill, Morris (Penfi.,) Morris (111.), Morse (Me.),
Morse (N. Y.), Mott, Murray, Nichols, Palmer, Pettit,
Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rob-
bins, Royce, Shaw (111.), Sherman (Ohio), Sherman
(N. Y.), Smith (111.), Spinner, Stanton, Stewart (Penn.),
Tappan, Thompson, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, AVal-
bridge, Waldron, Walton, Washburne (III), Washburne
(Me.), Wilson, Wood—108.

The following, not voting, had paired off:

Adrain with Huyler, Dimmick with McKibbin, Gillis
with Roberts, Claik B. Cochrane with Sickle.i, ReUly
with Thayer, Taylor (La.) with Kunkel (Pa.), Wash-
burne (Wis.) with Arnold, Olin with Corning. White-
ley, absent.

The Committee of Conference was composed
of Messrs. James S. Green, (Mo.), Robert M. T.
Hunter, (Va.), and William H. Seward, (N. Y.),

of the Senate ; and Messrs. William H. English,
(Ind.), Alexander H. Stephens, (Ga.), and Wil-
liam A. Howard, (Mich.), on the part of the
House.
On the 23d of April, the Committee made

their report (susceptible of various interpreta-
tions), Messrs. Soward of the Senate, and How-
ard, of the House, dissenting. After a running
fight of a week between the friends and oppo-
nents of the new scheme, on the 30th of April,

the report of the Committee was adopted bj
both branches of Congress. It was as follows

:

An Act for the Admission of the State of Kansas
into the Union.—Whereas, the people of the Territory
of Kansas did, by a convention of delegates ivasembled
at Lecompton on the 7th day of Nov., li^7, for that pur
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pose, form for themselves a constitution and State
government, which constitution is republican ; and
ichereas, at the same time and place, said convention
did adopt an ordinance, which said ordinance asserts

that Kansas, when admitted as a State, will have an ua-
duubted right to tax the lands within her limits belong-
ing to the United States, and proposes to relinquish said
asserted right if certain conditions set forth in said or-

dinance be accepted and agreed to by the Congress of
the United States ; and whereas, the said constitution
and ordinance have been presented to Congress by order
of said convention, and admission of said Territory into
the Union thereon as a State requested ; and whereas,
said ordinance is not acceptable to Congress, and it is

desirable to ascertain whether the people of Kansas
concur in the changes in said ordinance, hereinafter
stated, and desire admission into the Union as a State
as herein proposed : Therefore,
Be it eiutcted, etc.. That the State of Kansas be, and

is hereby admitted into the Union on an equal footing
with the original States, in all respects whatever, but
upon this fundamental condition precedent, namely :

That the question of admission with the following pro-
position, in lieu of the ordinance framed at Lecompton,
be submitted to a vote of the people of Kansas, and
assented to by them or a majority of the voters voting
at an election to be held for that purpose, namely

:

Tnat the following propositions be, and the same are
hereby offered to the people of Kansas for acceptance
or rejection, which, if accepted, shall be obligatory on
the United States and upon the said State of Kansas, to

wit : First, That sections mumber sixteen and thu-ty-
Bix in every township of public lands in said State, or
where either of said sections or any part thereof has
been sold or otherwise disposed of, other lands equiva-
lent thereto, and as contiguous as may be, shaU be
granted to said State for the use of schools. Second,
That seventy-two sections of land shall be set apart and
reserved for the support of a State University, to be
selected by the Governor of said State, subject to the
approval of the Commissioners of the General Land-
Office, and to be appropriated and applied in such man-
ner as the legislature of said State may prescribe for
the purpose aforesaid, but for no other purpose. Third,
That ten entire sections of land, to be selected by the
Governor of said State, in legal subdivisions, shall be
granted to said State for the purpose of completing the
public buildings, or for the erection of others at the seat
of government, under the d rection of the legislature
thereof. Fourth, That all salt springs within said State,
not exceeding twelve in number, with six sections of
land adjoining, or as contiguous as may be to each,
shall be granted to said State for its use, the same to be
selected by the Governor thereof, within one year after
the admission of said State ; and, when so selected, to be
used Or disposed of on such terms, conditions and regu-
lations as the legislature may direct : Provided, That
no salt spring or land, the right whereof is now vested
in any individual or individuals, or which may hereafter
be confirmed or adjudged to any individual or indivi-
duals, shall by this article be granted to said State.
Fift/i, That five per centum of the net proceeds of sales
of all public lands lying within said State which shall be
sold by Congress after the admission of said State into
the Union, after deducting all the expenses incident to
the same, shall be paid to said State for the purpose of
making public roads and internal improvements, as the
legislature shall direct : Provided, The foregoing pro-
positions herein offered are on the condition that said
State of Kansas sliall never interfere with the primary
disposal of the lands of the United States, or with any
regulations which Congress may find necessary for
securing the title in said soil to bona fide purchasers
thereof, and that no tux shall be imposed on lands be-
longing to the United States, and that in no case shall
non-resident proprietors be taxed higher than residents.
iSixih, And that said State sliall never tax the lands or
property of the United States in that State.
At the said election tlie votmg shall be by ballot, and by

Indorsing on hia ballot, as each voter may be pleased,
"Proposition accepted," or "Proposition rejected."
Should a majority of the votes cast be for " Proposition ac-
cepted," the President of the United States, as soon as the
fact is duly made known to him, shall announce the same
by proclamation ; and thereafter, and without any further
proceedings on the part of Congress, the admission of the
State of Kansas into the Union upon an equal footing with
the original States in all respects whatever shall be com-
plete and absolute ; and said State shall be entitled to one
member in the House of Representatives in the Congress
of the United States until the next census be taken by the
Federal Government. But should a majority of the votes
cast be for " Proposition rejected," it shall be deemed and

held that the people of Kansas do not desire admusion into

the Union with said Constitution under the conditions set

forth in said proposition : and in that event the people of
said Territory are hereby authorized and empowered to

form for themselves a Constitution and State Government,
by the name of the State of Kansas, according to the Fed-
eral Constitution, and may elect delegates for that purpose
whenever, and not before, it is ascertained by a census
duly and legally taken, that the population of said Terri-

tory equals or exceeds the ratio of representation required
for a member of the House of Representatives of the Con-
gress of the United States ; and whenever thereafter such
delegates shall assemble in Convention, they shall first de-
termine by a vote whether it is the wish of the people of
the proposed State to be admitted into the Union at that
time ; and, if so, shall proceed to form a Constitution, and
take all necessary steps for the establishment of a State

Government, in conformity with the Federal Constitution,

subject to suchlimitations and restrictions as to the mode and
manner of its approval or ratification by the people of the
proposed State as they may have prescribed by law, and
shall be entitled to admission into the Union as a State un-
der such Constitution, thus fairly and legally made, with or
without Slavery, as said Constitution may prescribe.

§ 2. And be it further enacted. That for the pur-
pose of insuring, as far as possible, that the elections au
thorized by this act may be fair and free, the Governor,
United States District Attorney, and Secretary of the Ter-
ritory of Kansas, and the presiding oflicers of the two
branches of its Legislature, namely, the President of the
Council and the Speaker of the House of Representatives,
are hereby constituted a board of Commissioners to carry
into effect the provisions of this act, and to use all the
means necessary and proper to that end. And three of
them shall constitute a board ; and the board shall have
power and authority to designate and establish precincts

for voting or to adopt those already established ; to cause
polls to be opened at such places as it may deem proper in

the respective counties and election precincts of said Ter-

ritory ; to appoint as judges of election at each of the
several places of voting, three discreet and respectable
persons, any two of whom shall be competent to act ; tc

require the sheriffs of the several counties, by themselvtl
or deputies, to attend the judges at each of the places of

voting, for the purpose of preserving peace and good or-

der ; or the said board may, instead of said sheriffs and
their deputies, appoint at their discretion, and in such in-

stances as they may choose, other fit persons for the same
purpose. The election hereby authorized shall continut
one day only, and shall not be continued later than sun-

down on that day. The said board shall appoint the daj
for holding said election, and the said Governor shall an
nounce the same by proclamation ; and the day shall be
as early a one as is consistent with due notice thereof to

the people of said Territory, subject to the provisions of

this act. Th» said board shall have full power to prescribe

the time, manner, and place of said election, and to direct

the time (within) which returns shall be made to the said

boird, whose duty it shall be to announce the result by
proclamation, and the said Governor shall certify the same
to the President of the United States without delay.

§ 3. And be it further enacted. That in the election

hereby authorized, all white male inhabitants of said Ter-
ritory, over the age of twenty-one years, who possess the
qualifications which were required by the laws of said Ter-

ritory for a legal voter at the last general election for the
members of the Territorial Legislature, and none others,

shall be allowed to vote ; and this shall be the only qualifi-

cation required to entitle the voter to the right of suffrage

in said election. And if any person not so qualified shall

vote or offer to vote, or if any person shall vote more than
once at said election, or shall make, or cause to be made,
any false, fictitious, or fraudulent returns, or shall alter or
change any returns of said election, such person shall, up-
on conviction thereof before any court of competent juris-

diction, be kept at hard labor not less than six months and
not more than three years.

§ 4. And be it further enacted. That the members
of the aforesaid board of commissioners, and all persons
appointed by them to carry into effect the provisions of

this act, shall, before entering upon their duties, take an
oath to perform faithfully the duties of then- respective

i offices : and on failure thereof, they shall be liable and
subject to the same charges and penalties as are provided
in like cases under the Territorial laws.

§ 5. And be it further enacted, That the officers

mentioned in the preeeding section shall receive for their

services the same compensation as is given for like servicfs

under the Territorial laws.

The vote in the Senate, on agreeing to the Conference Com-
mittee's Report, stood—Yeas, 80 ; Nays, 22 ; as follows

:

Yeas.—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, BIgler, Biggs,

Bright, Brown, Clay, Davis, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Greeo,
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Owin, Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson (Ark)

Johnson (Tenn.), Jones, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Polk,

Pugh, Sebastian, Thompson (N.J.), Toombs, Wright, Yulee.

Nays.—Messrs. Brcderick, Cameron, Chandler, CoUa-
mer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee,
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Ilamlin, Harlan, King,
Beward, Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson.

Paired.—Jiell with Pearce, Fitch with Sumner.
Absknt.—Clark, Ijates, Henderson, Reid, Thompson

'Ky.), Slidell.

in the House, on the final vote, among those who had
voted against the original Lecompton Bill and who now
supported the English scheme, were Gilmer, Am., of N. C,
and the following Democrats, viz. : English and Foley,

of Ind ; Cockerill, Cox, Groesbeck, Hall, Lawrence and
Pendleton, of Ohio ; and Owen Jones, of Pa. Gen.
Quitman, of Mississippi, and Mr. Bonham, of S. C, fire

eaters, voted No, and the following members " paired
off," viz. : Washburn (Wis.) with Arnold ; Matteson with
Reuben Davis; Purviance with Dimmick; Morrill with
Faulkner ; Horton with Hill ; J. C. Kunkel with Miles
Taylor ; Montgomery with Warren ; Thompson with
Stewart (Md.) ; and Wood with George Taylor.

In accordance with this act of Congress,

the people of Kansas went into an election on
the Sd of August, 1858. Notwithstanding the

liberal offers in regard to donations to Kansas
of public lands, in this bill, and the threat that

if the people did not accept a State Government
with the Lecompton Constitution, they should

not be permitted to come in as a State with

any Constitution, till they should have a full

population of 93,340, still, the Lecompton Con-
stitution was again rejected by more than ten

thousand majority. This may be regarded as

iYiQ final disposition of this famous Constitution.

From first to last, it had been the cause or the

subject of more speeches in Congress than any
measure ever brought before that body.

THE WYANDOT CONSTITUTION.

The Territorial Legislature passed an act

(Feb. 11, 1859) to refer the question to the
people of a new Constitutional Convention, the
election to be held on the first Tuesday in

March^ 1859. The election was held, and
resulted in a majority of 3,881 in favor of a

Convention. This result being ascertained, the

Governor issued his proclamation for an elec-

tion of delegates. The old party organizations

were now abandoned, and those of Kepublicaus
and Democrats substituted, and it was on this

basis that the canvass for the election of dele-

gates proceeded. The Convention was to

consist of fifty-two delegates. The Democrats
proclaimed themselves disciples of Mr. Douglas
and his Territorial Sovereignty doctrine, and
decidedly opposed to making Kansas a Slave

State. The Leavenworth district, where,
through its contractors for army supplies, the

Government exercised a great influence, and
which from its population was entitled to ten

delegates, elected the Democratic ticket, not,

however, without the aid of fraudulent votes.

But the Republicans, by their predominance in

other parts of the Territory, succeeded in

securing a majority in the Convention of thirty-

five to seventeen.

The Convention met at "Wyandot on the 5th

of July, and adjourned on the 27th of the same
month, after adopting a Constitution by a vote

of thirty-four to thirteen, all the Democrats
present voting against it and refusing to sign

it. They had strenuously contended, in the

Convention, for the annexation to Kansas of

(hat part of Nebraska eouth of the Platte ; for

retaining as a part of the new State the western
gold region about Pike's Peak, which was
beginning to attract great numbers of immi-
grants; for the exclusion from the State of
free negroes, and for the prohibition of bank
issues, but had been defeated as to all these

points.

By the Constitution, as adopted, the bounda-
ries of the new State were declared to be the

State of Missouri on the east, the 37th parallel

of north latitude on the south, the 41st parallel

of north latitude on the north, and the 23d
meridian of longitude west from Washington
on the west. The western boundary cuts off

the Pike's Peak region and the desert which
bounds it on the east, and limits the new State

to the habitable eastern portion of the Terri-

tory, embracing an area of some sixty thousand
square miles. The Executive is to consist of a

Governor, Secretary of State, Auditor, Attor-

ney-General, and Superintendent of Public

Schools, to be chosen by the people, and to

serve for two years. The House of Represen-

tatives is to consist of seventy-five members, to

serve one year, and the Senate of twenty-five

Senators, to serve two years, the numbers to be
regulated by law, but never to exceed one
hundred Representatives, and thirty-three Sena-

tors. The pay is to be three dollars a day and
fifteen cents per mile travel. All bills must
originate with the House, and no act can in-

clude more than one subject. The Supreme
Court is to consist of three Judges, to be

chosen by the people, to hold office for six

years, one to go out every two years. There
are to be five District Judges, to be chosen by
the people of their respective districts, and to

serve for four years. Each county is to choo8<i

a Judge of Probate, to serve for two years,

and each township is to choose Justices of the

Peace, to serve also for two years. Elections

are to be by ballot. Every white male adult

who is a citizen of the United States, or who has

declared his intention to become one, having

been a resident in the State for six months, and

in the precinct for thirty days, is entitled to vote.

The State is prohibited from becoming a

party in carrying on any work of internal im-

provement, nor can any debt, to exceed a mil-

lion of dollars, be contracted, unless the ques-

tion be previously submitted to, and the debt

authorized by, a popular vote ; and in all cases

a special tax must be levied sufficient to pay the

interest and provide a sinking fund adequate

to meet the principal when it becomes due. All

corporations, banks included, must be estab-

Ushed under general laws only, and the corpo-

rators made liable to twice the amount of their

stock. The sale of lottery tickets is prohibited.

The schedule annexed to the Constitution

claimed of Congress $500,000, or in lieu there-

of 600,000 acres of land, to meet the claims

audited to nearly that amount for losses in<

curred by citizens of Kansas during the late

troubles. The Commissioners had declined to

entertain the claim of the New-England Emi-

grant Aid Society, to the amount of $25,000,

for the destruction of their hotel at Lawrence,

on the ground that they had no authority to

act on any claims except those presented by

citizens of Kansas, and the Convention d«.
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clined to go beyond the report of the Commis-
sioners.

A grant is asked from Congress of 4,550,000

acres of land for internal improvements, also

the swamp lands of the State to be appropriated

as a school fund.

Prefixed to the Constitution is a Bill of

Rights, which includes a prohibition of Slavery.

This Bill of Rights also provides that no person

shall be incompetent to testify on account of

his religious belief.

By a provision of the schedule, this Constitu-

tion was submitted to a popular vote on the

first Tuesday in October, which resulted in its

ratification by the people by a majority of some
four thousand. The Territorial election in

November attracted but little interest from the

general expectation of the admission of the

State under the new Constitution. The Repub-

licans, however, succeeded iu electing their

delegate to Congress and a majority of the

Legislature.

The first State Election under this Constitu-

tion was held December 6, 1859, and resulted

in the election of Charles Robinson (Rep.) as

Governor by 2513 majority. Martin F. Con-

way (Rep.) for Congress by 2107 majority, and
the entire Republican ticket for State officers

by majorities ranging from 2000 to 2,500, also

a Legislature which was Republican in both

branches by very decided majorities.

Feb. 15—Mr. Grow introduced in the House,

a bill to admit Kansas under the Wyandot Con-

stitution. Referred to Committee on Territo-

ries, which (March 29th) reported (majority)

through Mr. Grow in favor of admission.

April 11.—Mr. Grow demanded the Previous

Question on the passage of the Bill, which
was seconded, and the main question ordered.

Mr. Barksdale, demanded the Yeas and Nays
—ordered.

The question was then taken, and decided in

the affirmative : Yeas, 134 ; Nays, 73, as follows :

Yeas—Messrs. Chas. F. Adams, A d r a i n , Aldrich,

Allen, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, Barrett, Beale,

Bintrham, Blair (Pa.), Blake, Brayton, Brigos, Bnffinton,

Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell,
Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. Coch-
rane, Joh7i Cochrane, Colfax, Coniling, Cooper, Corwin,
Covode, Cox, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger-
ton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton,
Ferry, i''/o^6«C6, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, Gooch,
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, H a s k i n, Helmick, Hick-
man, Hoard, IFolman, Uoward (Ohio), Humphry, Hutch-
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg,
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Lnrrabee, De Witt C. Leach,
Ijee,Zog'rt«, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Chas.
D. Martin, McClemand, McKean, McKnight, McPher-
son, Wm. Montgomery, Jloorehead, Morrill, Edward .Joy

Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, Clin,

Pahner, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle,

Rice, R 1 g g s, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robin-
son, Royce, Schwartz, Scranton, Sedgwick, Spauld-
ing. Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wm. Stewart, Sto^it, Strat-

ton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble,
Vallandigham, Tandever, Verree, Waldron, Walton,
C. C. Washburn, E. B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Web-
ster, Wella, Wilson, Windom, Wood, Woodruff.

Republicans, in Roman, 103
Democrats (from Free States.), in Italice, . . 22
Anti-Lecompton Democrats, Roman spaced, . . 6
Americans, in small caps, 8

Total, 184

Nats—Messrs. Green Adams, Tho». L. Anderson, Wm.
C. Anderson. As/imorejAveri/, Barksdale, Booock, Bon-
ham; BoTELER, Boyce, Brabson Branch, Bristow, Bur-
nett, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, James Craig
Barton Craige, Crawford, Curry, J)a/vidson, Uenrt W]

Davis, Edm^indxon, EnglUh (Indiana), Garneit, Gar*
trell, GiLMER, Ilamilton., Hardeman, JoJm T. llarrix,
Hawkins, Hill, Jlindman, Ilouston, Hughes JacJc-
son, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Latnar, James M. Leach,
Leake, Love, Mallory, Matnard, McQueen. McRae,
Miles, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Nix-
son, Jfbell, Pugh, Quarles, Ueagan Ruffin, Scott (Cal.),

Sickles (N. Y.), Simins, Singleton, Wm.. Smith, V/. N. II.

Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Vance,
Whitely, Winslo^o, Woodson.
Democrats, in Italics, (3 from Free States), . . 55
Americans, in small caps (aU from Slave States), 18

Total, 73

Paired—D avis (Indiana), with Phelps.
Sherman with Harris, of Md.
Wade with Peytmi.
Somes with McClay (N.Y.)
Van Wyck with Underwood.
Burroughs with Dejarnette.

Absent TJnpaiked—Dams (Mis.), Landrum, Martin,
(Va.), Kunkel.

Senate, Feb. 21st.—Mr. Seward introduced a
bill for the admission of Kansas under the
Wyandotte Constitution.

On the 5th June, this bill being under con-

sideration,

Mr. Wigfall, of Tex., explained his views. He de-
clared he would not vote for the admission of this so-
called State, under any circumstances. He objected to

their moral character, and was not willing Texas should
associate with such a State.

Mr. Greene's amendment, to change the boundary
(taking in Pike's Peak), was discussed by Mr. Wade,
who said the effect of the amendment would be to defeat
the bill.

Mr. Hunter moved to postpone the subject, and take
up the Army bill.

Mr. Trumbull opposed the motion He should keep-

the Kansas bill before the Senate till it was finally dis-

posed nf. It was more important than the appropri-
ation bills, which appeared to be kept baclc in o.der to

interrupt other important business.

Mr. Seward hoped the f ieiid.'* fif Kansas would let a
vote be taken, so that the responsibiUiy might iie where
it belonged.
The vote was taken by yeas and nays, and resulted,

Yeas, 32 ; Nays, 27. It was a strict party vote, except
that Messrs Pugh (Dem., Ohio) and Latham (Dem.,
Cal.) voted with the Republicans not to postpone. Mr.
Kennedy (S. Am., Md.) voted with the DemocratB.
Messrs. Crittenden (S. Am., Ky.), Douglas, Clay, (Dem.
Ala.), and Nicholson (Dem., Tenn.) were absent. Messrs.
Douglas and Clay were paired.

So the motion to postpone, and take up the Army
bill prevailed.

Mr. Trumbull called attention to the fact that the
Senator from Pennsylvania (Bigler) desired to postpone
the Kansas bill because the Senate was not full. Tlve

vote showed that sixty votes had been cast, with two
paired off, showing the fullest vote of the session.

He said the effect of the vote just taken was equiva-
lent to the defeat of the Kansas bill, and the Senator
from Pennsylvania must have known the effect of his vote.

Mr. Wigfall desired to call attention to the fact that
the House had once defeated the Army bill, because it

did not want the army used against the Black Republi-
can thieves and murderers in Kansas.

Jane 7.—Mr. Wade, of Ohio, moved to take

up the Kan.-;as bill, which was lost—as follows:

Year—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron,
Chandler, Clark, CoUamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee,
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan,
King, Pugh, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck. Trum-
bull, Wade, AVilkinson, Wilson, Republicans, 25 ; Demo-
crats, (Bigler and Pugh) 2—27.
Nats—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright,

Brown, Chesnut, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick,

Greene, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson,
Johnson, (Tenn.) Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nichol-
son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thom-
son, Toombs, Wigfall, Yulee.—32. [All Democrats.]

Mr. Douglas was paired with Mr. Clay

;

Crittenden (Am.), with Johnson, of Ark., Ken-
nedy and Saulsbury absent.

So both Houses adjourned and left Kan9aa
still in the condition of a Territory.



THE KEBRASKA DOCTRINE
AND

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION REVIEWED.

SPEECH OE THE HON. ABRAHAM LINCOLN,
At Springfidd, 111., Jum 17, 1858.

[The following speech was delivered at Springfield, 111., at
the close of the Republican State Convention held at that
time and place, and by which Convention Mr. Lincoln had
been named as their candidate for U. S. Senator.]

Mr. President, and Gentlemen of the Convention :

If we could first know where we are, and whither we
are 'tending, we could better judge what to do, and how
to do it. We are now far into the fifth year, since a
policy was initiated wi^ the avowed object, and confi-

dent promise, of putting an end to Slavery agitation.

Under the operation of that policy, that agitation has
not only not ceased, but has constantly augmented. In
my opinion, it will not cease, until a crisis shall have
been reached and passed. " A house divided against
itself cannot stand." I believe this government cannot
endure permanently half slave and half free. I do not
expect the Union to be dissolved—I do not expect the
house to fall—but I do expect it will cease to be divided.
It will become all one thing, or all the other. Kither the
opponents of Slavery will arrest the further spread of it,

and place it where the public mind shall rest in the be-
lief that it is in i\^ course of ultimate extinction ; or its

advocates will push it forward, till it shall become alike

lawful in all the States, old as well as new—North as
well as South.
Have we no tendency to the latter condition ?

Let any one who doubts, carefully contemplate that
now almost complete legal combination—piece of ma-
chinery, so to speak—compounded of the Nebraska
doctrine, and the Dred Scott Decision. Let him con-
sider not only what work the machinery is adapted to

do, and how well adapted ; but also, let him study the
history of its construction, and trace, if he can, or rather
fail, if he can, to trace the evidence of design, and con-
cert of action, among its chief architects, from the be-
ginning.

The new year of 1S54 found Slavery excluded from
more than half the States by State Constitutions, and
from most of the national territory by Congi-essional
prohibition. Four days later, commenced the struggle
which ended in repealing that Congressional prohibition.
This opened all the national territory to Slavery, and
was the first point gained.

But, so far. Congress only had acted ; and an indorse-
ment by the people, real or apparent, was indispen-
sable, to save the point already gained, and give chance
for more.

This necessity had not been overlooked ; but had
been provided for, as well as might be, in the notable
argument of "squatter sovereignty,' otherwise called
" sacred right of self-government," which latter phrase,
though expressive of the only rightful basis of any gov-
ernment, was so perverted in this attempted use of it as
to amount to just this : That if any one man choose to
enslave another, no tliird man shall be allowed to
object; That argument was incorporated into the Ne-
braska bill itself, in the language which follows: "It
being the true intent and meaning of this act not to
legislate Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to ex-
clude it therefrom ; but to leave the people thereof per-
fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institu-

tions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution
of the United States." Then opened the roar of loose
declamation in favor of "Squatter Sovereignty," and
"sacred right of self-government." "But," said oppo-
Bition members, " let us amend the bill so as to expressly
declare that tiie people of the Territory may exclude

Slavery." " Not we," said the friends of the measure
and down they voted the amendment.

'

While the Nebraska bill was passing through Congress,
a law ease involving the question of a negro's freedom^
by reason of his owner having voluntai ily taken him'
first into a Free State and then into a Territory covered
by the Congressional prohibition, and held him as
a slave for a long time in each, was passing through
the United States Circuit Court for the District of Mis-
souri

; and both Nebraska bill and law suit were brought
to a decision in the same month of May, 1854. The
negro's name was " Dred Scott," which name now desig-
nates the decision finally made in the case. Before the
then next Presidentiiil Election, the law case came to,
and was argued in, the Suprenie Court of the United
States

; but the decision of it was deferred until after
the election. Still, before the election, Senator Trum-
bull, on the floor of the Senate, requested the leading
advocate of the Nebraska bill to state Jiix cpinion
whether the people of a Territory can constitutionally
exclude Slavery from their Mmits ; and the latter an-
swers : "That is a question for the Supreme Court."
The election came. Mr. Buclianan was elected, and the

indorsement, such as it was, secured. That was the second
point gained. The indorsement, however, fell short of
a clear popular majority by nearly four hundred thou-
sand votes, and so, perhaps, was not overwhelmingly
reliable and satisfactory. The outgoing President, in
his last annual message, as impressively as possible,
echoed back upon the people the weight and authority
of the indorsement. The Supreme Court met again

;

did not announce their decision, but ordered a re-argu-
ment. The Presidential inauguration came, and still no
decision of the court ; but the incoming President in his
inaugural address, fervently exhorted the people tc»
abide by the forthcoming decision, whatever it might
be. Then in a few days, came the decision.
The reputed author of the Nebraska bill finds an

early occasion to make as peech at this capital, iiidors-
ing the Dred Scott decision, and vehemently denounc-
ing all opposition to it. The new President, too, seizes
the early occasion of the Silliman letter to indorse and
strongly construe that decision, and to express his as-
tonishment that any different view had ever been enter-
tained !

At length a squabble springs up between the President
and the author of the Nebraska bill, on the mere ques-
tion offact, whether the Lecompton Constitution was or
was not, in any just sense, made by the people of Kan-
sas; and in that quarrel the latter declares that all he
wants is a fair vote for the people, and that he cares not
whether Slavery be voted down or voted itp. I do not
understand his declaration that he cares not whether
Slavery be voted down or voted up, to be intended by
him other than as an apt definition of the policy he
would impress upon the public mind—the principle for
which he declares he has suffered so much, and is ready
to suffer to the end. And well may he cling to that
principle. If he has any parental feeling, well may he
cling to it. That principle is the only shred left of his
original Nebraska doctrine. Under the Dred Scott
decision "squatter sovereignty" squatted out of ex-
istence, tumbled down like temporary scaffolding—like

the mold at the foundry served through one blast andi
fell back into loose sand—helped to carry an election,

and then was kicked to the winds. His late joint strug-

f;li» with the Republicans, against the Lecompton Con-
12T
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stitution, Involves nothing of the original Nebraslca doc-
trine. That struggle was made on a point—the right of

a [leople to make their own constitution—upon which he
iind the Republicans have never differed.

The several points of the Dred Scott decision, in con-

nection witli Senator Douglas's " care not" policy, consti-

tute the piece of machinery, in its present state of advance-
ment. This was the third point gained. The working
points of that machinery are

:

First, That no negro slave, imported as such from Af-

rica, and no descendant of such slave, can ever be a citi-

zen of any State, in the sense of that term as used in the

Constitution of the United States. This point is made in

order to deprive the negro, in every possible event, of the

benefit of that provision of the United States Constitution,

which declares that " The citizens of each State shall be
entitled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the

several States."

Sei'ondlij, That " subject to the Constitution of the Uni-

ted States," neither Congress nor a Territorial Legislature

can exclude Slavery from any United States Territory.

This point is made in order that individual men may fill up
the Territories with slaves, without danger of losing them
as property, and thus to enhance the chances of perma-
nency to the institution through all the future.

Tkirdlij, That whether the holding a negro in actual

slavery in a Free State, makes him free, as against the

holder, tlie United States courts will not decide, but will

leave to be decided by the couns of any Slave State the

negro may be forced into by tlie master. This point is

made, not to be pressed immediately ; but, if acquiesced

In for awhile, and apparently indorsed by the people at an
election, then to sustain the logical conclusion that what
Dred Scott's master might lawfully do with Dred Scott, in

the free State of Illinoib, every other master may lawfully

do with any other one, or one thousand slaves, in Illinois,

or in any other Free State.

Au.xiliary to all this, and working hand in hand with it,

the Nel)raSka doctrine, or what is left of it, is to educate

and mold public opinion, at least Northern public opinion,

not to care whether Slavery is voted down or voted up.

This shows exactly where we now are ; and partially, also,

whither we are tending.

It will throw additional light on the latter, to go back,

and run the mind over the string of historical facts already

stated. Several thuigs will now appear less dark and mys-
terious than they did when they were transpiring. The
people were to be left " perfectly free," subject only to the

Constitution. What the Constitution had to do with it,

outsiders could not then see. Plainly enough now, it was
an exactly fitted niche, for the Dred Scott decision to after-

ward come in, and declare the perfect freedom of the peo-

ple to be just no freedom at all. Why was tiie amend-
ment, expressly declaring the right of the people, voted

down ? Plainly enough now : the adoption of it would
have spoiled the niche for the Dred Scott decision. Why
was the court decision held up? Why even a Senator's in-

dividual opinion withheld, till after the Presidential elec-

tion ? Plainly enough now : the speakmg out then would
have damaged the perfectly free argument upon wliich tlie

election was to be carried. Why the outgoing Pi-esident's

felicitation on the indorsment? Why the delay of a re-

argument ? Why the incoming President's advance exhor-

tation in favor of tlie decision ? These things look like the

cautious patting and petting of a spirited horse prepara-

tory to mounting him, when it is dreaded that be may give

the rider a fall. And why the hasty after-indorsement of

the decision by the President and others ?

We cannot absolutely know that all these exact adapta-
tions are the result of preconcert. But when we see a lot

of framed timbers, different portions of which we know
have been gotten out at different times and places, and by
different workmen—Stephen, Franklin, Roger and James,
for instance—and when we see these timbers joined to-

gether, and see they exactly make the frame of a house or

a mill, all the tenons and mortices exactly fitting, and all

the lengths and proportions of the different pieces exactly

adapted to their respective places, and not a piece too

many or too few—not omitting even scaffolding—or, if a
single piece be lacking, we see the place in the frame ex-

actly fitted and prepared yet to bring such piece in—in

such a case, we find it impossible not to believe that Ste-

phen and Franklin and Roger and James all understood

one another from the beginning, and all worked upon a
common plan or draft drawn up before the first blow was
struck.

It should not be overlooked that, by the Nebraska bill,

the people of a State as well as a Territory, were to be

left " perfectly free," " subject only to the Constitution."

Why mention a State ? They were legislating for Territo-

ries, and not for or about States. Certainly the people of

n State are and ought to be subject to the Constitution of

<he United States ; but why is mention of this lugged into

this merely Territorial law? Why are the piiople ol a
Territory and the people of a State therein lumped to-

gether, and their relation to the Constitution therein

treated as being precisely the same ? While tlie opinion

of the court, by Chief Justice Taney, in the Dred Scott

case, and the separate opinions of all the concurring
Judges, expressly declare that the Constitution of the

United States neither permits Congress nor a Territorial

Legislature to exclude Slavery from any United States Ter-

ritory, they all omit to declare whether or not the same
Constitution permits a State, or the people of a State, to

exclude it. Ponsihly, this ie a mere omission ; but who
can be quite sure, if McLean or Curtis had sought to get

into the opinion a declaration of unlimited power in the

people of a State to exclude Slavery from their limits, just

as Chase and Mace sought to get such declaration, in be-

half of the people of a territory, into the Nebraska bill—

I

ask, who can be quite sure that it would not have been voted
down in the one case as it had been in the other? The
nearest approach to the point of declaring the power of a
State over Slavery, is made by Judge Nelson, He ap-
proaches it more than once, using the precise idea, and
almost the language, too, of the Nebraska act. On one
occasion, his exact language is, " except in cases where
the power is restrained by the Constitution of the United
States, the law of the State is supreme over the subject of

Slavery within its jurisdiction." In what cases the power
of the States is so restrained by the United States Consti-

tution, is left an open question, precisely as the same
question, as to the restraint on the power of the Territo-

ries, was left open in the Nebraska act. Put this and that
together, and we have another nice little niche, which we
may, ere long, see filled with another Supreme Court de-

cision, declaring that the Constitution of the United States

does not permit a State to exclude Slavery from its limits.

And this may especially be expected if the doctrine of
" care not whether Slavery be voted down or voted up,"
shall gain ujion the public mind sufficiently to give pro-

mise that such a decision can be maintained when made.
Such a decision is all that Slavery now lacks of being

alike lawful in all the States. Welcome, or unwelcome,
such decision is probably coming, and will soon be upon
us, unless the power of the present political dynasty shall

be met and overthrown. We shall lie down pleasantly
dreaming that the peojjle of Missouri are on the verge of
making their State free, and we shall awake to the reality

instead, tliat the Supreme Court has made Illinois a Slave
State. To nijet and overthrow the power of that dynasty,
is the work now before all those who would prevent that
cunsu;iimation. This is what we have to do. How can
we best do it?

There are those who denounce us openly to their own
friends, a id yet whisper us softly, that Senator Douglas is

the aptest uistrument there is with which to effect that ob-

ject. They wish us to infe,r all, from the fact that he now
has a little quarrel with the present head of the dynasty

;

and that he has regularly voted with us on a single point,

upon which he and we have never diffeied. They remind
us that he is a great man, and that the largest of us are
very small ones. Let this be granted. But " a living dog
is better than a dead lion." Judge Douglas, if not a dead
lion, for tliis work, is at least a caged and toothless one.
How can he oppose the advances of Slavery ? He don't
care anything about it. His avowed mission is impressing
the " public heart " to care nothing about it. A leading
Douglas Democratic newspaper thinks Douglas's superior
talent will be needed to resist the revival of the African
slave-trade. Does Douglas believe an effort to revive that
trade is approaching ? He has not said so. Does he really

think so ? But if it is, how can he resist it ? For years he
has labored to prove it a sacred right of white men to take
negro slaves into the new Territories. Can he possibly
show that it is less a sacred right to buy them where they
can be bought cheapest ? And unquestionably they can
be bought cheaper in Africa than in Virginia. He has
done all in his power to reduce the whole question of Sla-

very to one of a mere right of property ; and as such, how
can he oppose the foreign slave-trade—how can he refuse
that trade in that "property" shall be "perfectly free "

—

unless he does it as a protection to the home production ?

And as the home producers will probably not ask the pro-

tection, he will be wholly without a ground of opposition.

Senator Douglas holds, we know, that a man may right-

fully be wiser to-day than he was yesterday—that he may
rightfully change when he finds himself wrong. But can
we, for that reason, run ahead, and infer that he will

make any particular change, of whicli he, himself, has
given no intimation ? Can we safely base our aciion upon
any such vague inference? Now, as ever, I wisli not to

misrepresent Judge Douglas's position, qu»-.«iion his

motives, or do auglit that can be personally offen.sive to

him. Whenever, if ever, he and we can come togelhi r on
principle so that our cause may h;ive assi:.uince from hi?
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'eat ability, I hop« to have interposed no adventitions
oalacie. But clearly, he is not now with us—he does not

pretend to be—he does not promise ever to be.

Our cause, then, must be intrusted to, and conducted
by, its own undoubted friends—those whose hands are
free, whose hearts are in the work—who do care for tlie

result. Two years ago the Republicans of the nation
mustered over thirteen hundred thousand strong. We
did this under the single impulse ©'resistance to a common
laiiger, with eyerv external circumstatce against us. Of

strange, discordant, and even hostile elements, we
gathered from the four winds, and formed and fought the
battle through, under the constant hot fire of a disci pliied,
proud and pampered enemy. Did we brave all them to
falter now?—now, when that same enemy is wavering,
dissevered and belligerent? The result is not doubtful.
We shall not fail—if we stand firm, we shall not fail.
Wise counsels may accelerate, or mistakes delay it, but,
sooner or later, the victory is sure to come.

SLAVERY DISCUSSED BY LINCOLN AND DOUGLAS.

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS.

MB. LINCOLN'S SPEECH.
At the second Joint Debate, between Mr.

Douglas and Mr. Lincoln, at Freeport, Illinois,

August 27th, 1858, Air. Lincoln spoke as fol-

lows :

Ladies and Gentlemen: On Saturday last, Judge
Douglas and myself first met in public discussion. He
spoke one hour, 1 an hour and a half, and he replied for
half and hour. The order is now reversed. I am to
speak an hour, he an hour and a half, and then I am to
reply for half an hour. I propose to devote myself during
the first hour to the scope of what was brought within the
range of his half-hour speech at Ottawa. Of course there
was brought within the scope in that half-hour's speech
something of his own opening speech. In the course of
that opening argument. Judge Douglas proposed to me
seven distinct interrogatories. In my speech of an hour
and a half, I attended to some other parts of his speech,
and incidentally, as I thought, answered one of the in-
terrogatories then. I then distinctly intimated to him
that I would answer the rest of his interrogatories on
condition only that he should agree to answer as many
forme. He made no intimation at the time of the propo-
sition, nor did he in his reply allude at all to that sugges-
tion of mine. I do him no injustice in saying that he
occupied at least half of his reply in dealing with me as
though I had refused to answer his interrogatories. I
now propose that I will answer any of the interrogatories,
upon condition that he will answer questions from me not
exceeding the same number. I give him an opportunity
to respond. The Judge remains silent. I now say that I
will answer his interrogatories, whether he answers mine
or not ; and that after I have done so, I shall propound
mine to him.

I have supposed myself, since the organization of the
Republican party at bloomington, in May, 1856, bound as
« party man by the platforms of the party, then and since.
If in any interrogatories which I shall answei go beyond
the scope of what is within these platforms, it will be per-
ceived that no one is responsible but myself.
Having said thus much, I will take up the Judge's in-

terrogatories as I find them printed in the Chicago Times,
and answer them seriatim. In order that there may be
no mistake about it, I have copied the interrogatories in
writing, and also my answers to them. The first of these
interrogatories is in these words :

Question 1. " I desire to know whether Lincoln to-iay
Btauds, as he did in 1854, in favor of the uncondidonal repeal of
the Fugitive Slave law f"

Aruiuer. I do not now, nor ever did, stand in favor of the
unconditional repeal of the Fugitive Slave law.

Q. 2. " I desire him to answer whether he stands pledged
to-day, as bo did in 1854, against the admission of any more
Slave States into the Uuion, even if the people want them?"
A. I do not now, or ever did, stand pledged against the ad-

mission of any more Slave States into the Union.
Q. 3. " I want to know whether he stands pledged against

the admission of a new State into the Uuion with such a Con-
Etltution as the people of that State may see fit to make ?"
A. I do not stand pledged against the admission of a new

State Into the Union, with such a Constitution as the people of
that State may see fit to make.

Q. i. " X want to know whether he stands today pledged
to the abolition of Slavery in the District of (Columbia i"

A. I do not stand to-day pledged to the abolition of SIaver>-
in iJie District of (Columbia.

Q. 5. " I desire him to answer whether he stands pledged
to the prohibition of the slave-trade between the different
States?"
A. I do not stand pledged to the prohibition of the slave-

trade between the dill'erent States.

Q. 6. "I desire to know whether he stands pledged to pro-
hibit Slavery in all the Territories of the United States, North
as well as South of the Missouri Compromise Une ?"

A. I am impliedly, if not expressly, pledged to a belief in
the right and duty of Congress to prohibit Slavery in all lh«
United States Territories.

Q. 7. " I desire him to answer whether he is opposed t*
the acquisiiion of any new territory unless Slavery is first pro-
hibited therein?"
A. I am not generally opposed to honest acquisition of ter-

ritory ; and, in any given case, I would or would not oppoee
such acquisition, accordingly as I might think such acquisition
would or would not aggravate the Slavery question among
ourselves.

Now, my friends, it will be perceived upon an examina-
tion of these questions and answers, that so far I have
only answered that I was not pledged to this, that or the
other. The Judge has not framed his interrogatories to
ask me anything more than this, and I have answered in

strict accordance with the interrogatories, and have
answered truly that I am not j)^^'J(^ a' «'l' upon any
of the points to which I have answered. But I am not
disposed to hang upon the exact form of his interrogatory.
I am rather disposed to take up at least some of these
questions, and state what I really think upon them.
As to the first one, in regard to the Fugitive Slave Law,

I have never hesitated to say, and I do not now hesitate
to say, that I think, under the Constitution of the United
States, the people of the Southern States are entitled to a
Congressional Fugitive Slave Law. Having said that, I

have had nothing to say in regard to the existing Fugitive
Slave Law, further than that I think it should have been
framed so as to be free from some of the objections that
pertain to it, without lessening its efficiency. And inas-
much as we are not npw in an agitation in regard to an
alteration or modification of that law, I would not be the
man to introduce it as a new subject of agitation upon
the general question of Slavery.
In regard to the other question, of whether I am

pledged to the admission of any more Slave States into
the Union, I state to you very frankly that I would be
exceedingly sorry ever to be put in a position of having
to pass upon that question. I should be exceedingly glad
to know that there would never be another Slave State
admitted into the Union ; but I must add, that if Slavery
shall be kept out of the Territories during the territorial

existence of any one given Territory, and then the
people shall, having a fair opportunity and a clear field,

when they come to adopt the Constitution, do such an
extraordinary thing as adopt a Slave Constitution, unin-
fluenced by the actual presence of the institution among
them, I see no alternative, if we own the country, but
to admit them into the Union.
The third interrogatory is answered by the answer to th«

second, it being, as I conceive, the same as the second.
The fourth one is in regard to the abolition of Slavery

in the District of Columbia, In relation to that, I have
my mind very distinctly made up. I should be exceed-
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ingly glad to see Slavery abolisheii in tlie District of
Columbia. I believe that Cuugress possesses tlie cousii-
tutioaal power to abolish it. Yet, as a member of Con-
gress, I should not, with my present views, be in favor of
endeavoring to abolish Slavery in the Ltistrict of Co-
lumbia, unless it would be upon these conditions: I'irtst,

that the abolition should be gradual. Second, that it

should be on a vote of the majority of qualified voters in
the District ; and TJdrd, that compensation should be
made to unwilling owners. AVith these three conditions, I
confess I would be exceedingly glad to see Congress
abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia, and, in the
language of Henry Clay, " sweep from our Capital that
foul blot upon our nation."
In regard to the fifth interrogatory, I must say here,

that as to the question of the abolition of the slave-trade
between the different States, 1 can truly answer, as I
have, that I am pledged to nothing about it. It is a
subject to which I have not given that mature considera-
tion that would make me feel authorized to state a posi-
tion so as to hold myself entirely bound by it. In other
words, that question has never been prominently enough
before me to induce me to investigate whether we really

have the constitutional power to do it. 1 could investigate
it if I had sufficient time, to bring myself to a conclusion
upon that subject; but I have not done so, and I say so
frankly to you here, and to Judge Douglas. I must say,

however, that if I should be of opinion that Congress
does possess the constitutional power to abolish the
slave-trade among the different Slates, I should still not
be in favor of the exercise of that jjower unless upon
some conservative principle as I conceive it, akin to what
I have said in relation to the abolition of Slavery in tie
District of Columbia.
My answer as to whether I desire that Slavery should

be prohibited in all the Territories of the United States,

is full and explicit within itself, and cannot be made
clearer by any comments of mine. So I suppose in

regard to the question whether I am opposed to the acqui-
sition of any more territory unless Slavery is first pro-
hibited therein, my answer is such tliat I could add no-
thing by way of illustration , or making myself better under-
stood, than the answer which I have placed in writing.

Now in all this, the Judge has me, and he has me on
the record. I suppose he had flattered himself that I was
really entertaining one set of opinions for one place and
another set for another place—that I was afraid to say
at one place what I uttered at another. What I am say-
ing here I suppose I say to a vast audience as strongly
tending to Abolitionism as any audience in the State of

lUiuois, and I believe I am saying that which, if it would
be offensive to any persons and render them enemies to

myself, would be offensive to persons in this audience.
I now proceed to propound to the Judge the interroga-

tories, so far as I have framed them. I will bring tor-

ward a new installment when I get them ready. I will

bring them forward now, only reaching to number four.

The first one is:

Question 1. If the people of Kansas shaD, by means en-
tirely uuobjectionable in all oilier respects, adopt a State Con-
stitutiou, and ask admission into the Uuion under it, before
they have the requisite number of inhabitants according to the
Kiiglish bill—some ninety-three thousand—will you vote to

admit them ?

Q. 2. Can the people of a United States Territory, in any
lawful way, against the wish of any citizen of the United
States, exclude Slavery from its limits prior to the formation
of a State Constitution ?

Q. 3. If tlie Supreme Court of tlie United States shall decide
that States cannot exclude Slavery from their limits, are you
in favor of acquiescing in, adopting and following such de-
cision as a rule of pohtical action ?

y. 4. Are you in favor of acquiring additional territory, in
disregard of iio \v such acqxiisiiiou may all'ect the nation on the
Slavery question ?

As introductory to these interrogatories which Judge
Douglas propounded to me at Ottawa, he read a set of re-

solutions which he said Judge Trumbull and myself had
participated in adopting, in the first Kepublic.in State

Convention, held at Springfield, in October, 1864. He
insisted that I and Judge Trumbull, and perhaps the

entire Republican parly, were responsible for the doc-
trines contained in the set of resolutions which he read,

and I understand that it was from that set of resolutions

that he deduced the interrogatories which he propounded
to me, using these resolutions as a sort of authoriiy for

propounding those questions to me. Now I say here to-

day that I do not answer his interrogatories because of

their springing at all from that set of resolutions which he
read. I answered them because Judge Douglas thought
fit to ask them. I do not now, nor never did, recognize
any responsibility upon myself in that set of resolutions.

When I replied to him on that occasion, I assured him
that I never had anything to do with them. I repeat
iere to-day, that I never, in any possible form, had any-
thing to do ^ith that set of resolutions. It turns out, I

believe, that those resolutions were never passed in any
Convention held in Si)ringfield. It turns out that they
were never passed at any Convention or any pubUc
meeting that I had any part in. I believe it turns out in
addition to all this, that there was not, in the fall of 1854,
any Convention holding a session at Springfield calling
itself a Republican State Convention

;
yet it is true there

was a Convention, or assemblage of men calling them-
selves a Convention, at Springfield, that did pass some
resolutions. But so little did I really know of the pro-
ceedings of that Convention, or what set of resolutions
they had passed, though having a general knowledge
tnat there had been such an assemblage of men there,
that when Judge Douglas read the resolutions, I really
did not know but they had been the resolutions passed
then and there. I did not question that they were the re-

solutions adopted. For I could not bring myself to sup-
pose that Judge Douglas could say what he did upon this

subject without knowing that it was true. 1 contented
myself, on that occasion, with denying, as I truly could,
all connection with them, not denying or affirming
whether they were passed at Springfield. Now it turns
out that he had got hold of some resolutions passed at
some Convention or public meeting in Kane County. I
wish to say here, that I don't conceive that in any fair

and just mind this discovery relieves me at all. I had
just as much to do with the Convention in Kane County
as that at Springfield. I am just as muA responsible for
the resolutions at Kane County as those at Springfield,
the amount of the responsibility being exactly nothing in
either case: no more than there would be in regard to a
set of resolutions passed in the moon.

I allude to this extraordinary matter in this canvass
for some further purpose than anything yet advanced.
Judge Douglas did not make his statement upon that oc-
casion as matters that he believed to be true, but ha
stated them roundly as being true, in such form as to

pledge his veracity for their truth. When the whole
matter turns out as i't does, and when we consider who
Judge Douglas is—that he is a distinguished Senator of
the United States—that he has served nearly twelve
years as such—that his character is not at all limited as

an ordinary Senator of the United States, but that his

name has become of world-wide renown—it is most «B-

traardinary that he should so far forget all the suggeS'
tions of justice to an adversary, or of prudence to him-
self, as to venture upon the assertion of that which th«
slightest investigation would have shown him to bewhollj
false. I can only account for his having done so upon
the supposition that that evil genius which has attended
him through his life, giving to him an apparent astonish-

ing prosperity, such as to lead very many good men to

doubt there being any advantage in virtue over vice—

I

say I can only account for it on the supposition that that
evil genius has at last made up its mind to forsake him.
And I may add that another extraordinary feature

of the Judge's conduct in this canvass—made more extra-
ordinary by this incident—is, tliat he is in the habit, in

almost all the speeches he makes, of charging falsehood
upon his adversaries, myself and others. I now ask
whether he is able to find in anything that Judge Trum-
bull, for instance, has said, or in anything that I have
said, a justification at all compared with what we have, in

this instance, for that sort of vulgarity.

MR DOUGLAS' BEPLT.
Ladies and Gentlemen : I am glad that at last I have

brought Mr. Lincoln to the conclusion that he had better

define his position on certain political questions to which I

called Ms attention at Ottawa. He there showed no dispo-

sition, no inclination, to answer them. I did not present
idle questions for him to answer merely for my gratifica-

tion. I laid the foundation for those interiogatories by
showing that they constituted the platform of the party
whose nominee he is for the Senate. I did not presumo
that I had the right to catechise liiin as I saw proi)er, unless

I showed that his party, or a majority ofit, stood upon the

platform and were in favor of the prnpositions upon which
my questions were based. I desired simply to know,
inasmuch as he had been nominated as the first, last, and
only choice of his party, whether he concurred in the

platform which that party had adopted for us govern-

ment. In a few moments I will p.oceed to leiiew the

answers which he has given to these inter' ogatones ; hut

in order to relieve his anxiety I will irst rcspund to these

which he has presented to me. Mark you, he h:LS not pre-

sented interrogatories which have ever received tlie sanc-

tion of the party with which 1 am acting, and hence ha

has no other foundation for them than his own curiosity.

First, he desires to know if the people of Kansas shall

form a Constitution by means entirely proper and unob-
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Jectionable and ask admission into the Union as a State,

before tliey have the requisite population for a member
of Congress, wliether I will vote for that admission. Well
00K-, I regret exceedingly that he did not answer that
interrogatory himself before he put it to me, in order
that we might undei-stand, and not be left to infer on
which side he is. Mr. Trumbull, during the last session of

Congress, voted from the beginning to the end against the
admission of Oregon, although a free Slate, because she
iiad not the I'equisite population for a member of Con-
gress. Mr. Trumbull would not consent, under any cir-

cumstances, to let a State, free or slave, come into the
Union until it had the requisite population. As Mr.
Trumbull is in the field, fighting for Mr. Lincoln, I would
like to have Mr. Lincoln answer his own question and tell

me whether he is fighting Trumbull on that issue or not.

But I will answer his question. In reference to Kansas,
it is my opinion, that as she has population enough to

constitute a slave State, she has people enough for a Free
State. I will not make Kansas an exceptionable case to

the other States of the Union. I hold it to be a sound
rule of universal application to require a Territory to

contain the requisite population for a member of Con-
gress, before it is admitted as a State into the Union. I

made that proposition in the Senate in 1856, and I renew-
ed it during the last session, in a bill providing that no
Territorj' of the United States should form a Constitution
and apply for admission until it had the requisite popu-
Jation. On another occasion I proposed that neither
Kansas, or any other Territory, should be admitted until

it had the requisite population. Congress did not adopt
any of my propositions containing this general rule, but
did make an exception of Kansas. I will stand by that
sxception. Either Kansas must come in as a Free State,

ivith whatever population she may have, or the rule must
je applied to all the other territories alike. I therefore
answer at once, that it having been decided that Kansas
has people enough for a Slave State, I hold that she has
enough for a Free State. I hope Mr. Lincoln is satisfied

with my answer ; and now I would like to get his answer
to liis own interrogatory—whether or not he will vote to
admit Kansas before she has the requisite population.
I want to know whether he will vote to admit Oregon
before that Territory has the requisite population. Mr.
Trumbull will not, and the same reason that commits Mr.
Trumbull against the admission of Oregon, commits him
against Kansas, even if she should apply for admission
as a Free State. If there is any sincerity, any truth, in

the argument of Mr. Trumbull in the Senate, against the
admission of Oregon because she had not 93,420 people,
although her population was larger than that cf Kansas,
he stands pledged against the admission of both Oregon
and Kansas until they have 93,420 inhabitants. 1 would
like Mr. Lincoln to answer this question. I would like

him to take his own medicine. If he differs with ]Mr.

Trumbull let him answer his argument against the admis-
sion of Oregon, instead of poking questions at me.
The next question propounded to me by Mr. Lincoln is,

can the people of the Territory in any lawful way, against
*iie wishes of any citizen of the United States, exclude
Slavery from their limits prior to the formation of a State

constitution ? I answer emphatically, as Mr. Lincoln has
heard me answer a hundred times from every stump in

Illinois, that in my opinion the people of a Territory can,
by lawful means, exclude Slavery from their limits prior

to the formation of a State constitution. Mr. Lincoln knew
that I had answered that question over and over again.

He heard me argue the Nebraska bih on that principle all

over the State in 1854, in 1S55, and in 1S56 ; and he has no
excuse for pretentling to be in dotibt as to my position on
'.hat question. It matters not what way the Supreme
Court may hereafter decide as to the abstract question
whether Slavery may or may not go into a Territory un-
der the Constitution ; the people have the lawful means to

Introduce it or exclude it as they please, for the reason
that Slavery cannot exist a day or an hour anywhere,
unless it is supported by local poilce regulations. Those
police regulations can only be established by the local

legislature ; and if the people are opposed to Slavery they
wUl elect representatives to that body who will by un-
friendly legislation efTectuaily prevent the introduction of

it into their midst. If, on the contrary, they are for it,

their legislation will favor its extension. Hence, no mat-
ter what the decision of the Supreme Court may be on
that abstract question, still the right of the people to make
a slave Territory or a free Territory is perfect and com-
plete under the Nebraska bill. I hope llr. Lincoln deems
my answer satisfactory on that point.

In this connection, I will notice the charge which he has
introduced m relation to Mr. Chase's amendment. I

thought that I had chased that amendment out of Mr.
Lincoln's brain at Ottawa ; but it seems that still haunts
UJs imagination, and he is not yet satisfied. 1 had sup-

posed that he would be ashamed to press that qii(>stIon

further. He is a lawyer, and has been a member of Con-
gress, and has occupied his time and amused you by tell-

ing you about parliamentary proceeding. He ought to
have known better than to try to palm off his miserable
impositions upon this intelligent audience. The Nebraska
bill provided that the legislative power and authority of
the said Territory should extend to all rightful subjects of
legislation, consistent with the organic act and the Consti-
tution of the United States. It did not make any exception
as to Slavery, but gave all the power that it was possible
for Congress to give, without violating the Constitution, to

the Territorial Legislature, with no exception or limitation
on the subject of Slavery at all. The language of that bill

which I have quoted, gave the full power and the full au-
thority over the subject of Slavery, affirmatively and ne-
gatively, to introduce it or exclude it, so far as tlie Constitu-
tion of the United States would permit. What more could
Mr. Chase give by his amendment ? Nothing. He offered
his amendment for the identical purpose for which Mr.
Lincoln is using it, to enable demagogues in the country
to try and deceive the people.

His amendment was to this effect. It provided that the
Legislature should have the power to e.xclude Slavery

:

and General Cass suggested, " why not give the power to

introduce as well as exclude ?" The answer was, they have
the power already in the bUl to do both. Chase \ras afraid

his amendment would be adopted if he put the alternative

proposition and so make it fair both ways, but would not
yield. He offered it for the purpose of having it rejected.

He offered it, as he has himself avowed over and over
again, simply to make capital out of it for the stump. He
expected that it would be capital for small politicans in the

country, and that they would make an effort to deceive the

people with it; and he was not mistaken, for Lincoln is

carrying out the plan admirably. Lincoln knows that the

Nebraska bill, without Chase's amendment, gave all the

power which the Constitution would permit. Could Con-
gress confer any more ? Could Congress go beyond tJie

Constitution of the country ? We gave all a full grant
with no exception in regard to Slavery one way or the

other. We left that question, as we left all others, to be de-

cided by the people for themselves, just as they pleased.

I will not occupy my time on this question. I have argued
it before all over Illinois. I have argued it in tiiis beauti-

ful city of Freeport ; I have argued it in tlie North, the

South, the East, and the West, avowing the same S'_n(i-

ments and the same principles. I have not been afraid to

avow my sentiments up here for fear I wjuld be trotted

down into Egypt.
Tlie third question which Mr. Lincoln presented is, if the

Supreme Court of the United States shall decide that a State

of this Union cannot exclude Slavery from its own limits,

will I submit to it ? I am amazed that Lincoln should aik

such a question. ("A school-boy knows better.") Yes, a

school-boy does l^now better.) Mr. Lincoln's object is to

cast an imputation upon the Supreme Court. He knows
that there never was but one man in America, claiming

any degree of intelligence or decency, who ever for a mo-
ment pretended such a thing. It is true that the Wash-
ington (7?iinn, in an article published on the ITth of last

December, did put forth that doctriuej and I denounced
the article on the floor of the Senate, in a speech which
Mr. Lincoln now pretends was against the President.

The Union had claimed that Slavery had a right to go in-

to the free States, and that any provision in the Constitu-

tion or laws of the Free States to the contrary were null

and void. I denounced it in the Senate, as I said before,

and I was the first man who did. Lincoln's friends, Trum-
bull, and Seward, and Hale, and Wilson, and the whole
Black Republican side of the Senate, were silent. They left

it to me to denounce it. And what was the reply made to

me on that occasion ? Mr. Toombs, of Georgia, got up and
undertook to lecture me on the ground that I ought not to

have deemed the article worthy of notice, and ought not

to have replied to it; that there was not one man, wo-
man, or child south of the Potomac, in any Slave State,

who did not repudiate any such pretension. Mr. Lincoln

knows that that reply was made on the spot, and yet now
he asks this ouestion. He might as well ask me, Suppose

Mr. Uncoln should steal a horse, would I sanction it ; and
it would be as genteel in me to ask him, in the event he

stole a horse, what ought to be done with him. He casta

an imputation upon the Supreme Court of the United

States, by supposing that thev would violate the Constitu-

tion of t"he United States. I'tell him that such a thing is

not possible. It would be an act of moral treason that no

man on on the bench could ever descend to. Mr. Llnccln

himself, would never, in his partisan feelings, so far forget

what was right as to be guilty of such an act.

The fourth question of Jlr. Lincoln is, are you in favor

of acquiring additional territory, in disregard as to how
such acquisition may affect the Union on the Slavery
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question t This queetion is very ingeniously and cun-
ningly put.

The Black Republican creed lays it down expressly,
that under no circumstances shall we .icquire any more
teriitory unless Slavery is first prohibited in the country.
I ask Mr. Lincoln wheth(<f j.e is in favor of that proposi-

t on. Are you (addressing Mr. Lincoln) opposed to the
acquisition of any more territory, under any circum-
stances, unless Slavery is prohibited in it? That he does
not like to answer. When I ask him whether he stands
up to that article in the platform of his party, he turns,

Yankee-fashion, and without answering it, asks me
whether I am in favor of acquiring territory without re-

gard to how it may affect the Union on the Slavery ques-
tion. I answer that whenever it becomes necessary, in

our growth and progress, to acquire more territory, that
I am in favor of it, without reference to the question of

Slavery, and when we have acquired it, I will leave the
people free to (io as they please, either to make it slave
or free territory, as they prefer. It is idle to tell me or
you that we have territory enough. Our fathers sup-
posed that we had enough when our territory extended
to the Mississippi River, but a few years' gi-owth and ex-

pansion satisfied them that we needed more, and the
Louisiana territory, from the west branch of the Missis-

sippi to the British possessions, was acquired. Then we
acquired Oregon, then California and New Mexico. We
liave enough now for the present, but this is a young
and a growing nation It swarms as often as a hive of
bees, and as new swarms are turned out each year, there
must be hives in which they can gather and make their

honey. In less than fifteen years, if the same progress
that has distinguished this country for the last fifteen

years continues, every foot of vacant land between this

and the Pacific Ocean, owned by the United States, will

be occupied. Will you not continue to increase at the
end of fifteen years as well as now ? I tell you, increase,
and multiply, and expand, is the law of this nation's ex-
istence. You cannot limit this great Republic by mere
boundary lines, saying, " thus far shalt thou go, and no
farther." Any one of you gentlemen might as well say
to a son twelve years old that he is big enough, and
must not grow any larger, and in order to prevent his

(irowth put a hoop around him to keep him to hLs pre-
oeat size. What would be the result ? Either the hoop

must burst ind be rent asunder, or the child must dij.

So it would t^^ witljjhis great nation. With our natural

inrrease, growing with a rapidity unknown in any othw
part of the globe, with the tide of emigration that is flee-

ing from despotism in the old world to seek refuge in

our own, there is a constant torrent pouring into this

country that requires more land, more territory uiiou

which to settle, and just as fast as our interests and our

destiny require additional territory in the North, ni liie

South, or on the Islands of the ocean, 1 am for it, and
when we acquire it, will leave the people, according to

the Nebraska bill, free to do as they please on the sub-

ject of Slavery and every other question.

I trust now that Mr. Lincoln will deem himself an-

swered on his four points. He racked his brain so much
in devising these four questions that he exhausted him-

self, and had not strength enough to invent the others.

As soon as he is able to hold a council with his adviseis,

Lovejoy, Fainsworth, and Fred Douglass, he will f ame
and propound others. (" Good, good.") You Black
Republicans who say good, I have no doubt think that

they are all good men. I have reason to recollect that

some people in this country think that Fred Douglass is

a very good man. The last time I came here to make a
speech, while talking from the stand to you, people of

Freeport, as I am doing to-day, I saw a carriage, and a
magnificent one it was, drive up and take a position on
the outside of the crowd; a beautiful young lady was
sitting on the bo.x-seat, whilst Fred Douglass and her

mother reclined inside, and the owner of the carriage

acted as driver. I saw this in your own town. (" What
of it ?") All I have to say of it is this, that if you. Black
Republicans, think that the negro ought to be on a social

equality with your wives and daughters, and lide in a
carriage with your wife, whilst you drive the team, you
have perfect right to do so. I am told that one of Fred
Douglass's kinsmen, another rich black negro, is now
traveling in this part of the State making speeches for

his friend Lincoln as the champion of black men.
(" What have you to say against it ?") All I have to say

on that subject is, that those of you who believe that the

negro is your equal and ought to be on an equality witk

you socially, politically, and legally, have a riglit to en

tertain those opinions, and of course will vote for Mr
Lincoln.

POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY IN THE TERRITORIES.

BY STEPHEN A. DOUGLAS.

From Harper's Magazine, 1859.

Under our complex system of government it is the first

duty of American statesmen to mark distinctly the divi-

ding line between Federal and Local Authority. To do
this with accuracy involves an inquiry, not only into the
powers and duties of the Federal Government under the
Constitution, but also into the rights, privileges, and im-
munities of the people of the Territories, as well as of
the States composing the Union. The relative powers
and functions of the Federal and State governments have
become well understood and cleaily defined by their
practical operation and harmonious action for a long
series of years ; while the disputed question—involving
the right of the people of the Territories to govern them-
selves in respect to their local affairs and internal poUiy

—

remains a fruitful source of partisan strife and sectional
controversy. The political organization which was formed
in 1854, and has assumed the name of the Republican
Party, is based on the theory that African Slavery, as it

exists in this country, is an evil of such magnitude

—

social, moral, and political—as to justify and require the
exertion of the entire power and influence of the Fede-
ral Government to the full extent that the Constitution,
according to their interpretation, will permit for its ulti-
mate extinction. In the platform of principles adopted
at Philadelphia by the Republican National Convention
in 185(), it is alDrmed :

"That the Constitution conf"rs upon Congress sovereign
power over thu Territories of the United Istates for iheir gov-
ernment, and that in the exiTcise of this power it is both the
right and the duty of Con(;re.s3 to prohibit in the Territories
those twin relics of barbarism, polygamy and Slavery."

According to the theory of the Republican party there
is an irrepressible conflict between Freedom and Slavery,

free labor and slave labor, Free States and Slave States,

which is irreconcilable, and must continue to rage with
increasing fury until the one shall become universal by
the annihilation of the other. In the language of the most
eminent and authoritative expounder of their poUtical
faith,

" It is an irrepressible conflict between opposing and endur-
ing forces ; and it means that the United States must and will,

sooner or later, become either entirely a slave holding nation
or entirely a free-labor nation. Kilher the cotton and rice

fields of South Carolina, and the sugar plantations of Louisiana
will ultimately be tilled by free labor, and Charleston and
New-Orleans become marls for legitimate merchandise alone,
or else the rye fields and wheat fields of Massachusetts and
New-York aiust again be surrendered by their farmers to

slave culiure and to the production of slaves, and Boston and
New-York become once more markets for trade In the bodies
and souls of men."

In the Illinois canvass of 1858 the same proposition

was advocated and defended by the distinguished Repub-
lican standard-bearer in these words :

" In my opinion it (the Slavery agitation) will not cease until

a crisis shall have been reached and passed. ' A House dinded
agauist itself cannot stand.' I believe this government can-

not endure permanently half slave and half free. I do not
expect the House to fall, but I do expect it will cea.se to be
divided. It will become all one thing or all the olh(!r. Either

the opponents of Slavery will arrest the further spread of it,

and place it where the public mind shall rest in the belief thai

it is in the course of ultimate extinction, or its advocates wiU
push forward till it shall ijecome ahke lawful in aU the States

—old as well as new, North as well as South."

Thus it will be seen, that under the auspices of a po-

litical party, which claims sovereignty in Congress over
the subject of Slavery thers can be no peace on the
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slave States, with the right on the part of each to retain

Slavery so long as it chooses, and to abolish it whenever
it pleases.

On the other hand, it would be uncandid to deny that,

while the Democratic party is a unit in its irreconcilable

opposition to the doctrines and principles of the Repub-
lican party, there are radical differences of opinion in

respect to the poweis and duties of Congress, and the

rights and immunities of the people of the Territories

under the Federal Constitution, which seriously disturb

its harmony and threaten its integrity. These differen-

ces of opinion arise from the difl'erent interpretations

placed on the Constitution by persons who belong to one

of the following classes

:

First.—Those who believe that the Constitution of the

United States neither establishes nor prohibits Slavery in

the States or Territories beyond the power of the people
legally to control it, but '' leaves the people thereof per-

fectly free to form and regulate their domestic institutions

In their own way, subject only to the Constitution of the

United States."

Secmid.—Those who believe that the Constitution es-

tablishes Slavery in the Territories, and withholds from
Congress and the Territorial Legislature the power to

control it ; and who insist that, in the event the Territo-

rial Legislature fails to enact the requisite laws for its

protection, it becomes the imperative duty of Congress
to interpose its authorit.y and furnish such protection.

Third.—Those who, while professing to believe that

the Constitution establishes Slavery in the Territories be-

yond the power of Congress or the Territorial Legisla-

ture to control it, at the same time protest against the

duty of Congress to interfere for its protection ; but
insist that it is the duty of the Judiciary to protect and
maintain slavery in the Territories without any law upon
the subject.

By a careful examination of the second and third pro-

positions, it will be seen that the advocates of each agree
on the theoretical question, that the Constitution estab-

lishes Slavery in the Territories, and compels them to

have it whetlier they want it or not ; and differ on the
practical point, whether a right secured by the Constitu-

tijn shall be protected by an act of Congress when all

oVber remedies fail. The reason assigned for not pro-

tecting by law a right secured by the Constitution is, that

it is the duty of the Courts to protect Slavery in the Ter-

ritories without any legislation upon the subject. How
the Courts are to afford protection to slaves or any other

property, where there is no law providing remedies and
imposing penalties and conferring jurisdiction upon the

courts to hear and determine the cases as they arise, re-

mains to be explained.

The acts of Congress, establishing the several Territo-

Bies of the United States, provide that :
" The jurisdiction

of the several Courts herein provided for, both appellate

and original, and that of the Probate Courts and Justices

of the Peace shall be limited by law"—meaning such laws

as the Territorial Legislatures shall from time to time
enact. It will be seen that the judicial tribunals of the

Territories have just such jurisdiction, and onh' such, in

respect to the rights of persons and property pertaining

to the citizens of the Territory as the Territorial Legisla-

ture shall see fit to confer; and consequently, that the

Courts can afford protection to persons and property no
further than the Legislature shall, by law, confer the
jurisdiction, and prescribe the remedies, penalties, and
modes of proceeding.

It is difficult to conceive how any person who believes

that the Constitution confers the right of protection in

the enjoyment of slave property in the Territories, regard-

less of the wishes of the people and of the action of the

Territorial Legislature, can satisfy his conscience and
his oath of fidelity to the Constitution in withholding such
Congressional legislation as may be essential to the en-

joyment of such right under the Constitution. Under
this view of the subject it is impossible to resist the con-

clusion that, if the Constitution does establish Slavery in

the Territories, beyond the power of the people to con-

trol it by law, it is the imperative duty of Congress to

supply all the legislation necessary to its protection ; and
if this proposition is not true, it necessaiily results that

the Constitution neither establishes nor prohibits Slavery
anywhere, but leaves the people of each State and Terri-

tory entirely free to form and regulate their domestic

affairs to suit themselves, without tlie intervention of

Congress or any other power whatsoever.
But it is urged with great plausibility by those who have

entire faith in the soundness of the proposition, that " a
Territory is the mere creature of Congress ; that the crea-

tui'c cannot be clothed with any powers not possessed by

which it dots not itself possess."

This proposition is as plausible as it is fallacious. But

the reverse of it is true as a general rule. Congress ca«-

not delegate to a Territorial Legislature, or to any oth»r

body of men whatsoever, any power which the Constitu-

tion has vested in Congress. In other words : i^ery
power conferred on Congress hy the C'o7ifiiHution

muxt be exercised hy Congress in the mode prescribed
in the Constitution.
Let us test the correctness of this proposition by refer-

ence to the powers of Congress as defined in the Constitu-

tion:

" The Congress shall have power

—

"To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,"

etc. ;

" To borrow money on the credit of the United States
,

" To regulate commerce and foreign nations," etc. ;

" To esiablish a uniform rule of naturalizaiion," etc.
;

" To coin money, and regulate the value thereof;"
" To establish post-offices and post-roads ;"

" To constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court ;"

" To declare war," etc. ;

" To provide and maintain a navy."

This list might be extended so as to embrace all Uie

power conferred on Congress by the Constitution; but

enough has been cited to test the principle. Will it be

contended that Congress can delegate any one of theso

powers to a Territorial Legislature, or to any tribunal

whatever ? Can Congress delegate to Kansas the power

to "rfgulate conmierce," or to Nebraska the power "to

estabUsh uniform rules of naturalization," or to Illinois the

power " to coin money and regulate the value thereof,"

or to Virginia the power "to establish post-of&ces and

post-roads?"
The mere statement of the question carries with it tlie

emphatic answer, that Congress cannot delegate any

power which it does not possess ; but that every power con-

ferred on Congress by the Constitution must be exercised

by Congress in the manner prescribed in that instrument.

On the other hand, there are cases in wliich Congress

may establish tribunals and local governments, and inve5t

them with powers which Congress does not possess, and

cannot exercise under the Constitution. For instance,

Congress may establish courts inferior to the Supreme

Court, and confer upon them the power to hear and de-

termine cases, and render judgments affecting the life,

liberty, and property of the citizen, without itself having

the power to hear and determine such causes, render

judgments, or revise or annul the same. In like manner

Congress may institute governments for the Territories,

composed of an executive, judicial, and legislative depart-

ment ; and may confer upon the Governor all the execu-

tive powers and functions of the Territory, without having

the right to exercise any one of those powers or functions

itself.

Congress may confer upon the judicial department all

the judicial powers and functions of the Territory, without

having the right to hear and determine a cause, or render

a judgment, or to revise or annul any decision made by

the courts so established by Congress. Congress mayalso
confer upon the legislative department of the Territory

certain legislative powers which it can not itself exercise,

and only such as Congress cannot exercise under the

Constitution. The powers which Congress may thus con-

fer, but cannot exercise, are such as relate to the do-

mestic affairs and internal polity of the Territory, and do

not affect the general welfare of the Republic.

Tills dividing line between Federal and Local authority

was famUiar to the framers of the Constitution. It is

clearly defined and distinctly marked on every page of his-

tory which records the great events of that immortal

struggle between the American Colonies and the British

Government, which resulted in the establishment of our

national indepencence. In the beginning of that strug-

gle the Colonies neither contemplated nor desired inde-

pendence. In all their addresses to the Crown, and to the

Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain, as wellas

to the people of America, they averred that as loyal British

subjects they deplored the causes which impelled their se-

paration from the parent country. They were strongly

and affectionately attached to the Constitution, civil and

political institutions and jurisprudence of Great Britain,

wliich they proudly claimed as the birtliright of all English-

men ; and desired to transmit them unimpaired as a pre-

cious legacy to their posterity. For a long series of years

they remonstrated against the violation of their inalien-

able rights of self-government under the Britisli Constitu-

tion, and humbly petitioned for the redress of their griev-

ances.

They acknowledged and affirmed their allegiance to

the Crown, their affection for the people, and their devo-
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tion to the Constitution of Great Britain ; and their only
e^Tiplaint was that they were not permitted to enjoy the
vigQts and privileges of self-government, in the manage-
went of their internal affairs and domestic concerns, in ac-

cordance with the guaranties of that Constitution and of the
colonial charters granted by the Crown in pui-suance of it.

They conceded tlie right of the Imperial Government to

make all laws and perform all acts concerning the Colo-
nies, which were in their nature Imperial and not Colo-
nial—which affected the general welfare of the Empire,
and did not interlere with the "internal poUty" of the
Colonies. They recognized the right of the Imperial Go-
vernment to declare war and make peace ; to coin money
and determine its value ; to make treaties and conduct in-

tercourse with foreign nations ; to regulate commerce be-
tween the several colonies, and between each colony and
the parent country, and with foreign countries ; and in

general they recognized the right of the Imperial Govern-
ment of Great Britain to exercise all the powers and au-
thority which, under our Federal Constitution, are dele-

gated by the people of the several States to the Govern-
ment of the United States.

Uecognizing and conceding to the Imperial Government
all these powers, including the right to institute govern-
mentsfor the colo7iiei>, by granting charters under which
the inhabitants residing witliin the limits of any specified

teiTitory might be organized into a poUtical community,
with a government consisting of its appropriate depart-

ments, executive, legislative, and judicial ; conceding all

these powers, the Colonies emphatically denied that the

Imperial Government had any rightful authority to impose
taxes upon them without their consent, or to interfere

with their internal polity ; claiming that it was the birth-

right of all Englishmen—inalienable when formed into a
political community—to exercise and enjoy all the rights,

privileges, and immunities of self-government in respect to

all matters and things which were local and not general
—internal and not external—colonial and not imperial

—

as fully as if they were uihabitants of England, with a fair

representation in ParUament.
Thus it appears that our fathers of the Revolution were

'.ontending, not for independence in the iirst instance, but
for the inestimaljle right of local self-government under
the British Constitution ; the right of every distinct poUtical
eommunity — dependent colonies, territories, provinces,

*3 well as sovereign States—to make their own local laws,

form their own domestic institutions, and manage their

own internal affairs in their own way, sul:5ect only to the
Constitution of Great Britain as the paramount law of the

empire.
The government of Great Britain had violated this ina-

lienable right of local self-government by a long series of

acts on a great variety of subjects. The first serious point

of controversy arose on the Slavery question as early as

1699, which continued a fruitful source of irritation until

Uie Revolution, and formed one of the causes for the sepa-

ration of the Colonies from the British crown.
For more than forty years the provincial legislature of

Virginia had passed laws for the protection and encourage-
ment of African Slavery within her limits. This poUcy
was steadily pursued untU the white inhabitants of Virgi-

nia became alarmed for their own safety, in view of the

numerous and formidable tribes of Indian savages which
Burrounded and threatened the feeble white settlements,

while ship-loads of African savages were being daily landed
in their midst. In order to check and restrain a policy
wliich seemed to threaten the very existence of the colony,
the provincial legislature enacted a law imposing a tax
upon every slave who should be brought into Virginia.

The British merchants, who were engaged in the African
slave-trade, regarding this legislation as injurious to their

interests and in violation of their rights, petitioned the
icing of England and his ^»ajesty's ministers to annul the

obnoxious law, and protect them in their right to caiTy
their slaves into Virginia and all other British colonies

which were the common property of the empire— ac-

quhed by the common blood and common treasm-e—and
from which a few adventurers, who had settled on the im-
perial domain by his majesty's sufferance, had no right to

exclude them, or cUscriminate against their property by a
mere provincial enactment. Upon a full consideration of

the subject, the king gi-aciously granted the prayer of the
petitioners ; and accordingly issued peremptory orders to

the royal governor of Virguiia, and to the governoi-s of all

the other British colonies in America, forbidding them to

sign or approve any colonial or provincial enactment inju-

rious to the African slave-trade, unless such enactment
should contain a clause suspending its operation until his

majesty's pleasure should be made known in the premises.

Judge Tucker, in his Appendix to Blackstone, refers to

tlui-ty-one acts of the provincial legislature of Virginia,

passed at various periods from 1062 to 1772, upon the sub-

ject of African Slavery, showing conclusively tliat Virginia

always considered this as one of the questions affecting

her "internal poUty," over which she, in common wit£
the other colonies, claimed " the right of exclusive legisla-

tion in their provincial legislatures" within their respec-

tive limits!, Some of these acts, particularly those which
were enacted prior to the year 1699, were evidently in-

tended to foster and encourage, as well as to regulate and
control, African Slavery, as one of the domestic institutions

of the colony. The act of 1699, and most of the enact-

ments subsequent to that date, were as obviously designed
to restrain and check the growth of the institution, with
the view of confining it within the Umit of the actual neces-

sities of the community, or its ultimate extinction, as

might be deemed most conducive to the public interests,

by a system of unfriendly legislation, such as imposing a
tax on all slaves introduced into the colony, which was
increased and renewed from time to time, as occasion re-

quired, until the period of the Revolution. Many of these
acts never took effect, in consequence of the king with-
holding his assent, even after the governor had approved
the enactment, in cases where it contained a clause sus-

pending its operation untU his majesty's pleasure should
be made known in the premises.
In 1772, the provincial legislature of Virginia, after Im-

posing another tax of five per cent, on all slaves imported
into the colony, petitioned the king to remove all those
restraints which inhibited his majesty's governors assent-
ing to such laws as might check so very pernicious a com-
merce as Slavery. Of this petition Judge Tucker says :

"The following extract from a petition to the Throne, pre-
sented from the House of Burgesses of Virginia, April 1st,

1772, will show the sense of the people of Virginia on the sub-
ject of Slavery at that period :

" ' The importation of slaves into the colony from the coast
of Africa hath long been considered as a trade of great inhu-
manity ; and under its present encouragement we have too
much reason to fear will endanger the very existence of your
Majesty's American dominions.'

"

Mark the ominous wjirds ! Virginia tells the king of
England in 1772, four years prior to the Declaration of
Independence, that his Majesty's American dominions
are in danger : not because of the Stamp duties—not
because of the tax on tea—not because of his attempt*
to collect revenue in America ! These have since been
deemed sufficient to justify rebellion and revolution.
But none of these are referred to by Virginia in her
address to the Throne—there being another wrong which
in magnitude and enormity, so far exceeded these and
all other causes of complaint, that the very existence of

his Majesty's American dominions depended upon it

!

That wrong consisted in forcing African Slavery upon a
dependent colony without her consent, and in opposition
to the wishes other own people !

The people of Virginia at that day did not appreciate
the force of the argument used by the British merchants,
who were engaged in the African slave-trade, and which
was afterward indorsed, at least by implication, by the
king and his ministers ; that the Colonies were the com-
mon property of the empire—acquired by the common
blood and treasure—and therefore all British subjects had
the right to carry their slaves into the colonies, and hold
them in defiance of the local law and in contempt of the

wishes and safety of the Colonies.

The people of Virginia not being convinced by this

process of reasoning, still adhered to the doctrine which
they held in common with their sister colonies, that it

was the birthright of all freemen—inalienable when
formed into political communities—to exercise exclusive
legislation in respect to all matters pertaining to their

internal polity—Slavery not excepted ; and rather than
surrender this great right, they were prepared to with-
draw their allegiance from the crown.
Again referring to this petition to the king, the same

learned judge adds

:

" This petition produced no effect, as appears from the first

clause of our (Virginia) Constitution, where, among other
acts of misrule, the inhuman use of the royal negative in
refusing us (the people of Virginia) permission to exclude
Slavery from us by law, is enumerated among the reasons
or separating from Great Britain."

This clause in the Constitution of Virginia, referring to

the inhuman use of the royal negative, in refusing the
Colony of Virginia permission to exclude Slavery from her
limits by law, as one of the reasons for separating from
Great Britain, was adopted on the 12th day of June,

1776, three weeks and one day previous to th« Declara-

tion of Independence by the Continental Congress ; and
after remaining in force as a part of the Constitution

for a period of fifty-four years, was re-adopted, witboat
alteration, by the Convention which framed the new
Constitution in 1830, and then ratified by the people as a
part of the new Constitution ; and was again re-adopted
by the Convention which amended the Constitution in

1S50, and again ratified by the people as a part of the
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emended Constitution, and at this day remains a portion
of the fundamental law of Virginia—proclaiming to tiie

world and to posterity that one of the reasons for separa-
ting from Great Britain was "the inhuman use of the
royal negative in refusing us (the Colony of Virginia)

permission to exclude Slavery from us by law !"

The legislation of Virginia on this subject may be taken
as a fair sample of the legislative enactments of each of
the thirteen Colonies, showing conclusively that slavery
was regarded by them all as a domestic question to be
regarded and determined by each colony to suit itself,

without the intervention of the British Parliament or
" the inhuman use of the royal negative." Each colony
passed a series of enactments, beginning at an early

period of its history and running down to the commence-
ment of the Revolution, either protecting, regulating, or
restraining African Slavery within its respective limits,

and in accordance with their wishes and supposed
interests. North and South Carolina, following the ex-
ample of Virginia, at first encouraged the introduction
of slaves, until the number increased beyond their wants
and necessities, when they attempted to check and
restrain the further growth of the institution, by imposing
a high rate of taxation upon all slaves which should be
brought into those colonies ; and finally, in 1764, South
Carolina passed a law imposing a penalty of one hundred
pounds (or five hundred dollars) for every negro slave
subsequently introduced into that colony.
The colony of Georgia was originally founded on strict

anti-slavery principles, and rigidly maintained this policy
for a series of years, until the inhabitants became con-
vinced by experience that, with their climate and produc-
tions, slave labor, if not essential to their existence, would
prove beneficial and useful to their material Interests.

Maryland and Delaware protected and regulated African
Slavery as one of their domestic institutions. Pennsylva-
nia, under the advice of William Penn, substituted fourteen
years' service and perpetual adscript to the soil for here-
ditary Slaverj', and attempted to legislate, not for the total
abolition of Slavery, but for the sanctity of marriage
among slaves, and for their personal security. New-Jer-
sey, New-York, and Connecticut recognized African Slavery
as a domestic institution lawfully existing within their re-

spective limits, and passed the requisite laws for its con-
trol and regulation.
Rhode Island provided by law that no slave should serve

more than ten years, at the end of which time he was to

be set free ; and if the master should refuse to let him go
free, or sold him elsewhere for a longer period of service,
he was subject to a penalty of forty pounds, which was
supposed at that period to be nearly double the value of
the slave.

Massachusetts imposed heavy taxes upon all slaves
brought into the colony, and provided in some instances
for sending the slaves back to their native land ; and finally

prohibited the introduction of any more slaves into the
colony under any circumstances.
When New-Hampshire passed laws which were designed

to prevent the introduction of any more slaves, the British

Cabinet issued the following order to Governor Wentworth

:

" You are not to give your assent to, or pass any law im-
posing duties upon negroes imported into New-Hamp-
shire."

While the legislation of the several colonies exhibits
dissimilarity of views, fotinded on a diversity of interests,

on the merits and policy of Slavery, it shows conclusively
that they all regarded it as a domestic question affecting
their internal polity in respect to which they were entitled
to a full and exclusive power of legislation in the several
provincial legislatures. For a few years immediately pre-
ceding the American Revolution, the African slave-trade
was encouraged and stimulated by the British Government,
and carried on with more vigor by the English merchants,
than at any other period in the history of the Colonies

;

and this fact, taken in connection with the extraordinary
claim asserted in the memorable preamble to the act re-
pealing the stamp duties, that " Parliament possessed the
right to bind the Colonies in all cases whatever," not only
in respect to all matters affecting the general welfare of
the empire, but also in regard to the domestic relations
and internal polity of the Colonies—produced a powerful
impression upon the minds of the colonists, and imparted
peculiar prominence to the principle involved in the con-
troversy.

Hence the enactments by the several colonial legisla-

tures calculated and designed to restrain and prevent the
increase of slaves ; and, on the other hand, the orders
issued by the Crown, instructing the colonial governors
not to sign or permit any legislative enactment prejudicial
or injurious to the African slave-trade, unless such enact-
ment should contain ,a clause suspending its operation
until the royal pleasure should be made known in the
premises ; or, in other words, imtil the kiag should have an

opportunity of annulling the acts of the colonial legisla-
tures by the " inhuriuui use of the royal negative."
Thus the policy of the Colonies on the Slavery question

had assumed a direct antagonism to that of the British
Government ; and this antagonism not only added to the
importance of the principle of local self-government in the
Colonies, but produced a general concurrence of opinion
and action in respect to the question of Slavery in the
proceedings of the Continental Congress, which assembled
at Philadelphia for the first time on the 5th of September.
1774.

On the 14th of October the Congress adopted a Bill of
Rights for the Colonies, in the form of a series of resolu-
tions, in which, after conceding to the British Government
the power to regulate commerce and do such other things
as affected the general welfare of the empire, without in-

terfering with the internal polity of the Colonies, they de-
clared " That they are entitled to a free and exclusive
power in their several provincial legislatures, where their
right of representation can alone be preserved in all cases
of taxation and internal polity." Havingthus defined the
principle for which they were contending, the Congress
proceeded to adopt the following " Peaceful Measures,"
which they still hoped would be sufficient to Induce com-
pliance with their just and reasonable demands. These
"Peaceful Measures " consisted of addresses to the king,
to the Parliament, and to the people of Great Britain,

together with an association of non-intercourse to be ob-
served and maintained so long as their grievances should
remain unredressed.
The second article of this association, which was adopted

without opposition, and signed by the delegates from all

the Colonies, was in these words

:

" That we vrill neither import nor purchase any slave im-
ported after the first day of December next ; after which time
we will wholly discontinue the slave-trade, and wiU neither
be concerned in it ourselves, nor will we hire our vessels,
nor sell our commodities or manufactures to those who are
engaged in it

"

This Bill of Rights, together with these articles of asso-

ciation, were subsequently submitted to and adopted
by each of the thirteen Colonies in their respective pro-

vincial Legislatures.

Thus was distinctly formed between the Colonies and
the parent country that issue upon which the Decla-
ration of Independence was founded, and the battles of

the Revolution were fought. It involved the specific

claim on the part of the Colonies—denied by the King
and Parliament—to the exclusive right of legislation

touching aU local and internal concerns. Slavery
included. This being the principle involved in the
contest, a majority of the Colonists refused to per-

mit their delegates to sign the Declaration of Inde-
pendence except upon the distinct condition and ex-

press reservation to each colonj' of the exclusive right

to manage and control its local concerns and police re-

gulations without the intervention of any general Con-
gress which might be established for the United Colonies.

Let us cite one of these reservations as a specimen of

all, showing conclusively that they were fighting for the
inalienable right of local self-government, with the clear

understanding that when they had succeeded in throw
ing off the despotism of the British Parliament, no Con-
gressional despotism was to be substituted for it

:

"We, the Delegates of Maryland, In Convention assembled,
do declare that the King of Great Britain has violated his
compact with this people, and that they owe no allegiance to
him. We have therefore thought it just and necessary to em-
power our Deputies in Congress to join witli a majority of
the United Colonies in declaring them free and independent
States, in framing such further confederation between them,
in making foreign alliances, and in adopting such other mea
sures as shall be judged necessary for the preservation of their
liberties

:

" Promded, The sole and exclusive right of regulating the
internal polity and government of this Colony be reserved to
the pecple thereof.
" We have also thought proper to call a new Convention for

the purpose of establishing a government in this Colony.
"No ambitious views, no desire of independence, indiicfd

the people of Maryland to form a union with the other Colo-
nies. To procure an exemption from ParUaraen'ary taxa-
tion, and to continue to the Legislatures of these Coioiiies the
sole and exclusive right of regulating their luternaJ Polity,

was our original and only motive. To raamtaiu, inN-ioLite our
Uberties, and to transmit thtni unimpau'ed to posterity, was
our duty and first wish ; our next, to continue connected with
and dependent on Great Ei-itain. For the truth of thesa
as.'>>'rtions we appeal to that Almighty Being who is empliati-
cally styled the Searcher of hearts, and from whose omni-
scie'nce'none is concealed. Belying on this Di\-ine protection
and assistance, and trusting to the justice of our caiuse. w^
exliori and conjure every virtuous citizen to join cordially in
defeiisi' of our common rights and in maintenance of the free.

dom of this and her sister colonies."

The first plan of Federal 0-overnment adopted for the
United States was formed durinjc the Revolution^ and is
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Osaariy known as " The Articles of Confederation." By Second.—" Thai tho settlers wiUiin the Territory so to bs

thMP Ai-tii-lfi. it was niovidprl that " Kaoh State retains P"''=''ased and oOfered for sale shall, either on their owe
these Articles It was piovided tnat f.acn ^Cdte retains '

,jjjy_^ ^^ ^^ ,jjg ^^^.^ pf Congress, receive authority from
Its Sovereignty, Freedom, and Independence, and every

| fj^^^^^ withappointmentsof time and place, for their free ma'
power, jurisdiction, and right which is not by this Con-

, „f f^ll ^ge lo meet together for the purpose of establish
federation expressly delegated to the United States in 1 temporary government to adopt a l/'onsiiiution and '.

Congress assembled."
'

At the time the Articles of
I

any one of these States (Ihe original States), so thai su

Confederation were nevertheless shall be subject to alteraiiou by their or.

adopted—July 9, 17TS—the United States held no lands

or territory in common. The entire country—including j^^.^

Legislature ; and to erect, subji'ct to like alteration, cou
or townships for the election of members for their LegL

all the waste and unappropriated lands—embraced within

sr pertaining to the Confederacy, belonged to and was
the property of the several States within whose limits

the same was situated.

On the 6th day of September, ITSO, Congress " recom-
mended to the several States in the Union having claims to

waste and unappropriated lands in the Western count-y,

a liberal cession to the United States of a portion of their

respective claims for the common benefit of the Union."
On the 20th day of October, 17S3, the Legislature of

Virginia passed an act authorizing the Delegates in Con-
gress from that State to convey to tlie United States
" the territory or tract of country within the limits of

the Virginia Charter, lying and bearing to the northwest

of the river Oliio "—which grant was to be made upon
the " condition that the territory so ceded shall be laid

out and formed into States ;" and that " the States so

formed shall be distinct republican States, and admitted

members of the Federal Union, having the same rights

of Sovereignty, Freedom, and Independence as the other

States."
On the 1st day of March, 17S4, Thomas Jefferson and

his colleagues in Congress executed the deed of cession

in pursuance of the act of the Virginia Legislature,

which was accepted and ordered to " be recorded

and enrolled among the acts of the United States in

Congress assembled." This was the first territory ever

acquired, held, or owned, by the United States. On the

same day of the deed of cession, Mr. Jefferson, as chair-

man of a committee which had been appointed, consist-

ing of Mr. Jefferson of Virginia, Mr. Chase of Maryland,

and Mr. Howell of Rhode Island, submitted to Congi-ess
" a plan for the temporary government of the territory

ceded or to be ceded by the individual States to the

United States."

It is important that this Jeffersonian plan of govern-

ment for the Territories should be carefully considered

for many obvious reasons. It was the first plan of

government for the Territories ever adopted in the

United States. It was drawn by the author of the De-

claration of Independence, and revised and adopted by
those who shaped the issues which produced the Revo-
lution, and formed the foundations upon which our

wliole American system of government rests. It was
not intended to be either local or temporary in its char-

acter, but was designed to apply to all " territory ceded

or to be ceded," and to be universal in its application

and eternal in its duration, wherever and whenever we
might have territory requiring a government. It ignored

the right of Congress to legislate for the people of

the Territories, without their cunsent, and recognized

the inalienable right of the people of the Territories,

when organized into political communities, to govern

themselves in respect to their local concerns and in-

ternal polity. It was adopted by the Congress of

the Confederation on the 23d day of April, 1784, and
stood upon the Statute Book as a general and perma-
nent plan for the government of all territory which we
then owned or should subsequently acquire, with a pro-

vision declaring it to be a " Charter of Compact," and
that its provisions should "stand as fundamental con-

ditions between the thirteen original States and those

newly described, unalterable but by the joint consent

of the United States in Congress assembled, and of the

particular State within which such alteration is proposed

to be made." Thus this Jeffersonian plan for the gov-

ernment of the Territories—this " Charter of Compact "

—" these fundamental conditions," which were declared

to be " unalterable " without the consent of the people

of "the particular State [territory] within which such

alteration is proposed to be made," stood on the Statute

Book when the Convention assembled at Philadelphia

in 1787, and proceeded to form the Constitution of the

United States.

Now let us examine the main provisions of the Jeffer-

son Plan :

first.—" That the territory ceded or to be ceded by the
Individual States lo the United States, whenever the same shall
have been purchased of the Indian inhabitants and ofTrrpd fur

sale by the United States, shall be formed into adJitiorial

Slaies," etc., etc.

The Plan proceeds to designate the boundaries and
territorial extent of the proposed " additional States," and
then provides

:

Having thus provided a mode by which the first inhabi-

tants or settlers of the territory may assemble together
and choose for themselves the Constitution and laws of

some one of the original thirteen States, and declare th«
same in force for the government of their territory tem-
porarily, with the right on the part of the people to

change the same, through their local Legislature, as they
may see proper, the Plan then proceeds to point out the
mode in which they may establish for themselves " a per-

manent Constitution and government" whenever they
shall have twenty thousand inhabitants, as follows ;

Third.—" That such temporary government only shall con-
tinue in force in any State until it shall have acquired twenty
thousand free inhabitants, when, giving due proof thereof to

Congress, they shall receive from ihem authorily, with ap-
pointments of time and place, lo call a Convention of Repre-
seuta'.ives to establish a permanent Constitution and govern-
ment for themselves."

Having thus provided for the first settlers " a tempo-
rary government" in these " additional States," and for

a " permanent Constitution and government" when they
shall have acquired twenty thousand inhabitants, the Plan
contemplates that they shall continue to govern them-
selves as States, having, as provided in the Virginia deed
of session, " the same rights of sovereignty, freedom, and
independence," in respect to their domestic affaire and
internal polity, " as the other States," until they shall

have a population equal to the least numerous of the
original thirteen States; and in the meantime shall keep
a sitting member in Congress, with a right of debating
but not of voting, when they shall be admitted into the
Union on an equal footing with the other States, as fol-

lows :

Fourth.—" That whenever any of the said Slates shall have
of free inhabitants as many as shiUl iht-n be in any one of ihe
least numerous of the thirteen original States, such Sl'ite shall

be admitted by its delegates into the Congress of the United
States on an equal footing with the said original States." ....

And—
" Until such admission by their delegates into Congress any

of the said Stales, after the es:abl:s!i:n"iil of their temporary
government, shall have aulhoriiy to keep a silling member in
Congress, with the right of debating, but not of voting."

Attached to the provision which appears in this paper
under the "third" head is a proviso, containing five pro-
positions, which, when agreed to and accepted by the
people of said additional States, were "to be formed
into a charter of compact," and to remain forever " unal-
terable," except by the consent of such States as well as
of the United States—to wit

:

" Provided, That both the temporary and permanent gov-
ernments be established on these principles as tlieii- basis :"

1st.
—" That they shall forever remain a part of the United

States of America."
2il.
—"That in their persons, property, and Territory they

.shall be subject to the government ot Ihe United States In
Congress assembled, and to the Articles of Confederation in all

those cases in which the original Slates sliall be so subject."
Sd.—" That they shall be subject to pay a part of the federal

debts contracted, or to be contracted—^to be apportioned on
them by Congress according to the same common rule and
measure by which apportionments thereof shall be made on
the other States."

4th.—" That their respective government shall be in repnb
lican form, and shall admit no person lo be a citizen who holds
any hereditary title."

The fifth article, which relates to the prohibition of
Slavery, after the year 1800, having been rejected by
Congress, never became a part of the Jeffersonian Plan
of Government for the Territories, as adopted April 23,

1784.
The concluding paragraph of this Plan of Government,

which emphatically ignores the right of Congress to bind
the people of the Territories without their consent, and
recognizes the people therein as the true source of all

legitimate power in respect to their internal polity, is in

these words :

" That all the preceding articles shall be formed into a rhar-
ter of compact, shall be duly executed by the President of Ihe
United Stales, in Congress as.sembled, under his band and the
seal of the United States, shall be promulgated, and shall stand
as fundamental conditions between the thirteen original States
and those newly described, unalterable but by the joint con-
s«nt of the United States in Congress assembled, and of Ihe
particular State within which such alteration is proposed t«

I be made."
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This Jefferaonian Plan of Government embodies and
carries out the ideas and principles of the fathers of the

Kevolution—that the people of every separate political

community (dependent Colonies, Provinces, and Territo-

ries as well as sovereign States) have an inalienable right

to govern themselves in respect to their internal polity,

and repudiates the dogma of the Uritish Ministry and
the Tojies of that day, that all Colonies, Provinces and
Verritoiies were the property of the empire, acquired
with the common blood and common treasure, and that

the inhaliitants thereof have no rights, privileges, or

Immunities except such as the Imperial Government
should graciously condescend to bestow upon them.
This Plan recognizes by law and irrevocable " compact"
the existence of two distinct classes of States under our
American system of government—the one being mem-
bers of the Union, and consisting of the original thirteen

and such other States, having the requisite population,

as Congress should admit inio the Federal Union, with
an equal vote in tlie management of Federal affairs as

well as the exclusive power in regard to their internal

polity respectively—the other, not having the requisite

population for admission into the Union, could have no
rote or agency in the control of the Federal relations,

out possessed the same exclusive power over their

domestic affairs and internal policy respectively as

the original States, ^vith the right, while they have
less than twenty thousand inhabitants, to choose for

their government the Constitution and laws of any
one of the original States ; and when they should have
more than twenty thousand, but less than the number
required to entitle them to admission into the Union,
they were authorized to form for themselves " a perma-
nent Constitution and government;" and in either case
they were entitled to keep a delegate in Congress with
the right of debating, but not of voting. This " Charter
of Compact," with its "fundamental conditions," which
were declared to be " unalterable" without " the joint

consent" of the people interested in them, as well as of
the United States, thus stood on the statute book unre-
pealed and unrepealable—furnishing a complete system
of government for all " the territory ceded or to be ceded"
to the United States, without any other legislation upon
the subject, when, on the 14th tJay of .May, 178T, the Fede-
ral Convention assembled in Philadelphia and proceeded
to form the Constitution under wnich we now live. Thus
>t will be seen that the dividing line between Federal and
Local authority, in respect to the rights of those political

communities which, for the sake of convenience and in
contradistinction to the States represented in Congress,
we now call Territories, but which were then known as
" States" or " new States," was so distinctly marked at

Ihat day that no intelligent man could fail to perceive it.

It is true that the government of the Confederation had
proved totally inadequate to the fulfillment of the ends
(or which it was devised; not because of the relations be-

tween the Territories, or new States, and the United States,

but in consequence of having no power to enforce its de-

crees on the Federal questions which were clearly within

the scope of its expressly delegated powers. The radical

defects in tlie Articles of Confederation were found to con-

sist in the fact that it was a mere league between sove-
reign States, and not a Federal Government with its ap-
propriate departments—Executive, Legislative, and Ju-
dicial—each clothed with authority to perform and carry
into effect its own peculiar functions. The Confederation
naving no power to enforce compliance with the resolves,
" the consequence vras, that though in theory its resolu-

tions of Congress were equivalent to laws, yet in practice

they were found to be mere recommendations, which the

States, like other sovereignties, observed or disregarded,

according to their own good-will and gracious pleasure."
Congress could not impose duties, collect taxes, raise

armies, or do any other act essential to the existence of

government, without the voluntary consent and coopera-
tion of each of the States. Congress could resolve, but
could not carry its resolutions into effect—could recom-
mend to the States to provide a revenue for the necessi-

ties of the Federal Government, but could not use the

means necessary to the collection of the revenue when the

States failed to comply—could recommend to the States to

provide an army for the general defense, and apportion
among the States their respective quotas, but could not en-

list the men and order them into the Federal service. For
these reasons a Federal Government, with its appropriate
departments, acting directly upon the individual citizens,

with authority to enforce its decrees to the extent of its

delegated powers, and not dependent upon the voluntary
action of the several States in their corporate capacity,

became indispensable as a substitute for the government
of the Confederation.

In the formation of the Constitution of the United States

tif-i Vvderal Conventiou took the British Constitution, as

interpreted and expounded by the Colonies duiing their

controversy with Great Britain, for tdieir model—making
such modifications in its structure and principles as Uie

change in our condition had rendered necessary. They
entrusted the Executive functions to a President in the
place of a King ; the Legislative functions to a CongrefS,
composed of a Senate and House of Kepresentatives, in

lieu of the Parliament consisting of the Houses of Lords and
Commons; and the Judicial functions to a Supreme Court
and such inferior courts as Congress should from time to

time ordain and establish.

Having thus divided the powers of government into the
three appropriate departments, with which they had al-

ways been familiar, they proceeded to confer upon the
Federal Government substantially the same powers which
they as colonies had been willing to concede to the liritish

Government ; and to reserve to the States and to the peo-
ple the same rights and privileges which they as colonies

liad denied to the British Government during the entire

struggle which terminated in our Independence, and
which they had claimed for themselves and their posterity

as the birthright of all freemen, inalienable when organ-
ized into political communities, and to be enjoyed and ex-

ercised by colonies, territories, and provinces as fully and
completely as by sovereign States. Thus it will be seen
that there is no organic feature or fundamental principle

embodied in the Constitution of the United States which
had not been familiar to the people of the Colonies fi'om

the period of their earliest settlement, and which had
not been repeatedly asserted by them when denied by
Great Britain during the whole period of their colonial his-

tory.

Let us pause at this point for a moment, and inqiure

whether it be just to those illustrious patriots and sages who
formed the Constitution of the United States, to assume
that they intended to confer upon Congress that unlimited

and arbitrary power over the people of the American Ter-

ritories, which they had resisted with their blood when
claimed by the British Parliament over British colonies in

America ? Did they confer upon Congress the right tc

bind the people of the American Territories in all cases

whatsoever, after having fought the battles of the Revolu-
tion against a " Preamble" declaring the right of Par-
liament " to bind the Colonies in all cases whatsoever?"

If, as they contended before the Revolution, it was the

birthright of all Englishmen, inalienable when formed into

political communities, to exercise exclusive power of legis-

lation in their local legislatures in respect to all tilings

affecting their internal polity—Slavery not excepted—did

not the same right, after the Revolution, and by virtue of

it, become the birthright of all Americans, in like manner
inalienable when organized into political commimities—uo
matter by what name, whether Colonies, Territories, Pro-

vmces, or new States ?

Names often deceive persons in respect to the nature
and substance of things. A single instance of this kind
is to be found in that clause of the Constitution which
says:

"Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make all

needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other
property beloQging to the United States."

This being the only clause of the Constitution in which
the word " Territory" appears, that fact alone has doubt-

less led many persons to suppose that the right of Con-
gress to establish temporary governments for the Terri-

tories, in the sense in which the word is now used, must
be derived from it, overlooking the iiuportant and con-
trolling facts that at the lime the Constitution was formed
the word " Territory" had never been used or understood
to designate a political community or government of any
kind in any law, compact, deed of cession, or public

document; but had invariably been used either in its

geographical sense to describe the superficial area of a
State or district of country, as in the Virginia deed of

cession of the " Territory or trad of country" northwest
of the river Ohio ; or as meaning land in its character
as property, in which latter sense it appears in the clause
of the Constitution referred to, when providing for the
disposition of the " Territory or other property belong-

ing to the United States." These facts, taken in connec-
tion with the kindred one that during the whole period
of the Confederation and the formation of the Constitu-

tion the temporary governments which we now call
" Territories," were invariably referred to in the deeds
of cession, laws, compacts, plans of government, resolu-

tions of Congress, public records, and authentic docu-
ments as "States," or "new States," conclusively show
that the words " Territory and other property" in the
Constitution were used to designate the unappropriated
lands and other property which the United States owned,
and not the people who might become residents on those

lands, and be organized into political communities after

the United States had parted with their title.
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It is from this clause of the Constitution ilone that

C
and
lon^
but also in the several States of the Union. But for ihi

provision Congress would have no power to authorize the

sale of the public lands, military sites, old ships, cannon,
muskets, or other property, real or personal, which be-

long to the United States, and are no longer needed for

any public purpose. It refers exclusively to property in

contradistinction to persons and communities. It con-

fers the same power " to make all needful rules and
regulations" in the States as in the Territories, and ex-

tends wherever there may be any land or otter property
telonging to the United States to be regulated or disposed

of; but does not authorize Congress to control or inter-

fere with the domestic institutions and internal polity of

the people (either in the States or the Territories) who
may reside upon lands which the United States once
owned. Such a power, had it been vested in Congress,

would annihilate tlie sovereignty and freedom of the

States as well as-the great principle of self-government in

the Territories, wherever the United States happen to

own a portion of the public lands within their respective

limits, as, at present, in the States of Alabama, Florida,

Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Illinois,

Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, Minnesota,
California, and Oregon, and in the Territories of Wash-
ington, Nebraska, Kansas, Utah, and New-Mexico. The
idea is repugnant to the spirit and genius of our complex
system of (iovernment; because it effectually blots out

the dividing line between Federal and Local authority

which forms an essential barrier for the defense of the

independence of the States and the liberties of the people

against Federal invasion. With one anomalous excep-

tion, all the powers conferred on Congress are Federal,
and not Municipal, in their character—affecting the

general welfare of the whole country without interfering

with the internal polity of the people—and can be carried

into effect by laws which apply alike to States and Ter-

ritories. Tlie exception, being in derogation of one of

the fundamental principles of our political system (be-

cause it authorizes the Federal Government to control

the municipal affairs and internal polity of the people in

certain specified, limited localities), was not left to vague
inference or loose construction, nor expressed in dubious

or equivocal language; but is found plainly written in

that Section of the Constitution which says :

" Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legisla-

tion in all cases whatsoever, over such district (not exceeding
Jen miles square) as may, ty cession of particular States, and
thti acceptance of Congress, become the seat of the govern-
ment of the United States, and to exercise like authority over
all places purchased by the consent of the Legislature of the

State in which the same shall be, for the erection of forts,

magazines, arsenals, dock-yards and otherneedfuibtiildings."

No such power "to exercise exclusive legislation in all

cases whatsoever," nor indeed any legislation in any
case whatsoever, is conferred on Congress in respect to

the municipal affairs and internal polity, either of the

States or of the Territories. On the contrary, after the

Constitution had been finally adopted, with its Federal
powers delegated, enumerated, and defined, in order to

guard in all future time against any possible infringement

of the reserved rights of the States, or of the people, an
amendment was incorporated into the Constitution which
marks the dividing line between Federal and Local
authority so directly and indelibly that no lapse of time,

no partisan prejudice, no sectional aggrandizement, no
frenzied fanaticism can efface it. The amendment is in

these words :

" The powers not delegated to the United States by the
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved
to the States respectively, or to the people."

This view of the subject is confirmed, if indeed any cor-

roborative evidence is required, by reference to the pro-

ceedings and debates of the Federal Convention, as re-

ported by Mr. Madison. On the ISth of August, after a
series of resolutions had been adopted as the basis of the

proposed Constitution and referred to the Committee of

Detail for the purpose of being put in proper form, the re-

cord says :

" Mr. MadLson submitted, in order to be referred to the Com-
mittee of Detail, the following powi-rs, .is proper to be added
to those of the general Legislature (Congress)

:

" To dispose of the unappropriated lands ofthe United States.
" To institute temporary governments for the new States

arising therein.
"To regulate affairs with the Indians, as well within as

without the Umils of the United States.
" To exercise exclusively legislative authority at the seat of

the General Government, and over a district around the same
not exceeding square miles, the consent of the legisla-

ture of tLe State or States comprising the same being first ob-

tained.''

Here we find the original and rough draft of these seve-

was modified and enlarged, so as to include " other pro
perty belonging to the United States," and to authorize

Congress to" make all needful rules and regulations" foi

the preservation, management, and sale of the same.
The provision empowering Congress " to institute tem-

porary governments for the new States arising in the un-

appropriated lands of the United States," taken in con-

nection with the one empowering Congress " to exercise

exclusively Legislative authority at the seat of the Gene
ral Government, and over a district of country around the

same," clearly shows the difference in the extent and na-
ture of the powers intended to bs conferred in the new
States or Territories on the one hand, and in the District

of Columbia on the other. In the one case it was pro
posed to authorize Congress " to institute temporary gov-
ernments for the new Slates," or Territories, as they are
now called, just as our Revolutionary fathers recognized
the right of the British crown to institute local govern-
ments for the Colonies, by issuing charters under which
the peojile ot the Colonies were " entitled (according to

the Bill of Rights adopted by the Continental Congi-ess) to

a free and exclusive power of legislation, in their several
Provincial Legislatures, where their right of representation
can alone be preserved, in all cases of taxation and inter-

nal polity ;" wlule, in the other case, it was proposed to

authorize Congress to exercise, exclusively, legislative

authority over the municipal and internal polity of the
people residing within the district wliich should be ceded
for that pui'pose as the seat of the General Government.
Each of these provisions was modified and perfected by

the Committee of Detail and Kevision, as will appear by
comparing them with the corresponding clauses as finally

incorporated into the Constitution. The provision to

authorize Congress to institute temporary governments
for the new States or Territories, and to provide for their

admission into the Union, appears in the Constitution iii

this form

:

•

New States may be admitted by the Congress into thig

Union."

The power to admit " it,eio States," and " to make all

laws which shall be necessary and proper " to that end,
may fairly be construed to include the right to institute

temporary governments for such new States or Territories,

the same as Great Britain could rightfully institute similar

governments for the Colonies ; but certainlv not to author-

ize Congress to legislate in respect to their mumcipa.
affairs and internal concerns, without violating that great
fundamental principle in defense of which the battles of

the Revolution were fought.

If judicial authority were deemed necessarj' to give
force to principles so eminently just in themselves, and
which form the basis of our entire political system,
such authority may be found in the opinion of the Supreme
Court of the United States, in the Dred Scott case. In
that case the Court say :

" This brings us to examine by what provision of the Con-
stitution the present Federal (JoVernment, under its delegated
and restricted powers, is authorized to acquire territory out-

side of the original limits of the United States, and what powCTS
it may exercise therein over the perstni or property of a citi-

zen of the United States, whUe it remains a territory, and un-
til it sliall be admitted as one of the States of the Union.

" There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to

the Federal Government to eslabUsh or maintain colonies,
bordering on the United States or at a distance, to be ruled
and governed at its own pleasure ; nor to enlarge its terri-

torial limits in any way except by the admission of new
States
" The power to expand the territory of the United States by

the admission of new Slates is plainly given ; and in the con-
struction of this power by all the departments of the (Jovern-
ment, it has been held to authorize the acquisition of territory,

not fit for admission at the tune, btit to be admitted as soon as
its population and situation would entitle it to admission.
It is acquired to become a State, and not to be held as a colony
and governed by Congress with absolute authority ; and as the
propriety of admitting a new State is committed to the sound
discretion of Congress, the power to acquire territory for that
purpose, to be held by the United States uuiil it is in a suitable
condition to become a Stale upon au equal footing with the
other States, must rest upon the same discretion."

Having determined the question that the power to ac-

quire territory for the purpose of enltirging our territorial

limits and increasing the number of States, is included

within the power to admit new States and conferred by
the same clause of the Constitution, the Court proceeil to

say that " the power to acquire necessarily carries with it

the power to preserve and apply to the purposes for which
it was acquired." And again, referring to a former deci-

sion of the same court in resjiect to the power of Oongretie

to institute governments for the t'erritorius, the Court say :

" The power sund* firmly on the latter alleruative put by
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thf> Court—that Is, as the ' Inevitable consequence of tlie light
to acqiiii-e territory.' "

The power to acquire territory, as weli as the right, in

the language of Mr. Madison, " to institute temi)orary
governments for the new States arising therein" ^or Terri-

torial governments, as they are now called), having lieen

traced to that provision of the Constitution whicli provides
for the admission of " new States," the Court proceed to

consider the nature and e.\tent of the power of Congress
over the people of the Territories

:

" All wo mpan to say on this point is, that, as there is no ex-

press regulalion in the Constitution defining the power whicli
llK General Uovernment may exercise over the pei-son or pro-
perty of a cKizen in a territory thus acquired, the Court must
necessarily look to the prorisions and principles ofthe Consii-
tution, and its distribution of powers, or the rules and princi-

ples by wliich its decision must be governed.
" Taking this rule to guide us, it may be safely assumed that

citizens of (be United States, who emigrate to a territory be-
longing to the people of the United States, cannot be ruled as
mere colonists, dependent upon the will of the General Govern-
ment, and to be governed by any laws it may think proper to

unpose The Territory being a part of the United
States, the Government and the citizen both enter it under the
authority of the Constitution, with their respective rights de-
fined and marked out ; and the Federal Government can ex-
ercise no power over his person or property beyond what that
instrument confers, nor lawfully deny any right which it has
reserved."

Hence, inasmuch as the Constitution has conferred on
the Federal Government no right to interfere with the pro-
perty, domestic relations, police regulations, or internal
polity of the people of tlie Territories, it necessarily fol-

lows, under the authority of the Court, that Congress can
rightfully exercise no such power over the people of tlie

Territories. For this reason alone, the Supreme Court
were authorized and compelled to pronounce the ei^litli

section of the Act approved March (i, 1S'20 (conminiily

called the Missouri Compramise), inoperative and void

—

there being no power delegated to Congress in the Consti-

tution authorizing Congress to prohibit Slavery in the Ter-
ritories.

In the course of the discussion of this question the
Court gave an elaborate exposition of the structure,
winciples, and powers of the Federal Government;
showing tliat it possesses no powers except those which
are delegated, enumerated, and defined in the Constitu-
tion ; and that all other powers are either prohibited
altogether or are reserved to the States, or to the people.
In order to show that the prohibited, as well as the
delegated powers are enumerated and defined in the
Constitution, the Court enumerated certain poweis
which cannot be exercised either by Congress or by the
Territorial Legislatures, or by any other authority what-
ever, for the simple reason that they are forbidden by
the Constitution.

Some persons who have not examined critically the
opinion of the Court in this respect have been induced
to believe that the slavery question was included in this

class of prohibited powers, and that the Court had
decided in the Dred Scott case that the Territorial Legis-

lature could not legislate in respect to slave property
the same as all other property in the Territories. A few
extracts from tlie opinion of the Court will correct this

error, and show clearly the class of powers to which the
Court referred, as being forbidden alike to the Federal
Government, to the States, and to the Territories. The
Court say

:

" A reference to a few of the provisions of the Constitution
will illustrate this proposition. For example, no one, we pre-
sume, will contend that Congress can make any law in a Ter-
ritory respecting the establishment of reUgion, or the free ex-
ercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech or of Uie
the press, or tlie right of the people of the territory peaceably
to assemble, and to petition the Government for the redress of
grievances.
" Nor can Congress deny to the people the right to keep and

bear arms, nor the right to trial by jury, nor compel any one
to be a witness against himself in a criminal proceeding. . . .

So too, it will hardly be contended that Congress could by law
quarter a soldier in a house in a territory without the consent
of the owner in a time of peace ; nor in time of war but in a
manner prescribed by law. Nor could they by law forfeit the
property of a citizen in a territory who was convicted of trea-
son, for a longer period than the hfe of the person convicted,
nor take private property for public use without just compen-
sation."

" The powers over persons and property, of which we
speak, are not only not granted to Congress, but are iu ex-
press terms denied, and they are forbidden to exercise them.
And this prohiWion is not confined to the States, but the
words are general, and extend to tlie whole territory over
which the Constitulioa gives it power to legislate, including
those portions of it remaining under Territorial governments,
as well as that covered by Si.ates.

" It is a touil absmice of power, everywhere within the
dominion of the United Stales, and places the citizens of a
Territory, so fur as these rights are concerned, on the same

fooling wlih clllzons of the Ptalf:R, and pu.irds them as fimJy
and plainly againatany inroads which the (icueral Government
migln atlc'inpt under the plea of iin]dii-d or incidenial po»>'<:ra.

And if (Jongresa iiseli cannot no this—If It Is beyond the
powi'i-fi conferred on ihe Fi^dnral Government—it will be ad-
niitt( d, We presume. Ihal it could not authorize a 'J urrllorlal
govcrnniini to exercise them. It could confer no power ou
any local government, esiahlifhed by its authoriiy, lo riolate
the provisions of the Constiiulion."

Nothing can be more certain than that the Court wero
here speaking only of forbidden powern^ which wert
denied alike to Congress, to the State Legislatures, and
to tlie Territorial Legislatures, and that the prohibition
extends "everywhere within the dominion of the United
States," ajiplicable equally to States and Territories, as
well as to the United States.

If this sweeping prohibition— this just but inexorable
restriction upon the powers of Government—Federal,
State, and Territorial—shall ever be held to include the
Slavery question, thus negativing the right of the iiei'ple

of the States and Territories, as well as the Fede.al
Government, to control it by law (and it will be observed
that in the opinion of the Court " the citizens of a Terri-

tory, so far as these rights are concerned, are on the
same footing with the citizens of the States.") then,
indeed, will the doctrine become firmly established that
the principles of law applicable to African Slavery are
v,niforni throughout ike dominion vf the Vniied
States, and that there " is an irrepressible conflict

between opposing and enduring forces, which means
that the United States must and will, sooner or later,

become either entirely a slaveholding nation or entirely

a free labor nation."
Notwithstanding the disastrous consequences which

would inevitably result from the authoritative recogni-

tion and practical operation of such a doctrine, there
are those who maintain that the Court referred to and
included the Slaveiy question within that class of

forbidden powers which (although the same in the Terri-

tories as in the States) could not be exercised by the
people of the Territories.

If this proposition were true, which fortunately for the
peace and welfare of the whole country it is not, the
conclusion would inevitably result, which they logicallj-

deduce from the premises—that the Constitution by the
recognition of Slavery establishes it in the Territories

beyond the power of the people to control it by law,
and guarantees to every citizen the right to go there
and be protected in the enjoyment of his slave
property ; and when all other remedies fail for the
protection of such rights of property, it becomes the
imperative duty of Congress (to the performance of

which every member is bound by his conscience and his

oath, and from which no consideration of political policy
or expediency can i-elease him) to provide by law such
adequate and complete protection as is essential to the
enjoyment of an important right secured by the Consti-

tution. If the proposition be true, that the Constitution
establishes Slavery in the Territories beyond the power
of the people legally to control it, another result no less

startling, and from which there is no escape, must inevi-

-tably follov.'. The Constitution is uniform "'everywhere
within the dominions of the United States"— is the s;>me
in Pennsylvania as in Kansas—and if it be true, ai

stated by the President in a special message to Congress,
" that Slavery exists in Kansas by virtue of the Consti-

tution of the United States," and that " Kansas is there-

fore at this moment as much a Slave State as Georgia or

South Carolina," why does it not exist in Pennsylvania
by virtue of the same Constitution ?

If it be said that Pennsylvania is a sovereign State, and
therefore has a right to regulate the Slavery question

within her own limits to suit herself, it must be borne In

mind that the sovereignty of Pennsylvania, like that of

every other State, is limited by the Constitution, which
provides that

:

" This Constitution, and all laws of the United States which
shall be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or
which shall be made, under the auUiority of die Uniied States,

shall be the supreme lair of the land, and the judges in every
State shall be bound thereby, ani/tMiig in the Constitution or
kites ofany State to the contrary noticithbtanding.^^

Hence, the State of Pennsylvania, with her Constitution

and laws, and domestic institutions, and internal policy,

is subordinate to the Constitution of the United States, in

the same manner and to the same extent as the Territ«ry

of Kansas. The Kansas-Nebraska Act says that the Ter-

ritory of Kansas shall exercise legislative power over "all

rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti-

tution," and that the people of said Territory shall be left

" perfectly free to form and regulate then- domestic insti-

tutions in their own way, subject only to the Constitution

of the United States." Tlie provisions of this act are be-

lieved to be in entiie harmony with the Constiiution, and
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nnder them the people of Kansas possess every right,

privilege, and immunity, in respect to their internal polity

and domestic relations, which the people of Pennsylvania
can exercise under their Constitution and laws. Each is

Invested with full, complete, and exclusive powers in tliis

respect, " subject only to the Constitution of the United
States."

The question recurs, then, if the Constitution does estab-

lish Slavery in Kansas or any other Territory beyond the

power of the people to control it by law, how can the con-

clusion be resisted tliat Slavery ia established in like man-
ner and by the same authority in all the States of the

Union ? And if it be the imperative duty of Congress to

provide by law for the protection of slave property in the

Territories upon the ground that " Slavery exists in Kan-
sas " (and consequently in every other Territory) " by
virtue of tlie Constitution of the United States," why is it

not also the duty of Congress, for the same reason, to pro-

vide similar protection to slave property in all the States

of the Union, when the legislatures fall to furnish such
protection?
Without confessing or attempting to avoid the inevitable

consequences of their own doctrine, its advocates endeavor

to fortify their position by citing tlie Dred Scott decision

to prove that the Constitution recognizes property in

slaves—that there is no legal distinction between this and
every other description of property—that slave property

and every other kind of property stand on an equal foot-

ing—that Congress has no more power over the one than

over the other—and, consequently, cannot discriminate

between them.
Upon tills point the Court say

:

" Now as we have already said in an earlier part of this

opinion, upon a different point, the right of property in a slave

is distinctly and expressly affirmed in the Constitution. . .

And if the Constitution recognizes the right of property of the

master in a slave, and makes no distinction between that des-

cription of property and other property owned by a citizen,

no tribunal acting under the authority of the United States,

whether it be legislative, executive or judicial, has a right to

draw such a distinction, or deny to it the benefit of the pro-
visions and guaranties which have been provided for the pro-
tection of private property against the encroachments of the
government And the government in express
terms is pledged to protect it in all future time, if the slare

excapes from his owner. This is done in plain words—too

plain to be understood. And no word can be found
in the Constitution which gives Congress a greater power
over slave property, or which entitles property of that lEiud to

les.1 protection than property of any other description. The
only power conferred is the power coupled with the duty of
guarding aud protecting the owner in his rights."

The rights of the owner, which it is thus made the duty
ttf the Federal Government to guard and protect, are those

expressly provided for in the Constitution, and defined in

clear and explicit language by the Court—that "tiie gov-
ernment, in express terms, is pledged to protect it (slave

property; in all future time, if the slave escapesfrom his
owner.'''' This is the only contingency, according to the

plain reading of the Constitution, as authoritatively inter-

preted bj' the Supreme Court, in which the Federal Gov-
ernment is authorized, required, or permitted to interfere

with Slavery in tlie States or Territories ; and in that case
only for the purpose "of guarding and protecting the
owner in his rights" to reclaim his slave property. In all

other respects slaves stand on the same footing with all

other property—" the Constitution makes no distinction

between that description of property and other property
owned by a citizen;" and "no word can be found in the
Constitution wliich gives Congress a greater power over
slave property, or which entitles property of that kind to

less protection than property of any other description."
This is the basis upon which all rights pertaining to slave
property, either in the States or the Territories, stand
under the Constitution as expounded by the Supreme
Court in the Dred Scott case.

Inasmuch as the Constitution has delegated no power
to the Federal Government in respect to any other kind
of property belonging to the citizen—^neither introducing,
establishing, prohibiting, nor excluding it anywhere within
the dominion of the United States, but leaves the owner
thereof perfectly free to remove into any State or Terri-

tory, and carry bis property with liiiu, and hold the same
subject to the local law, and relying upon the local author-
ities for protection, it follows, according to the decision of
the Court, that slave property stands on the same footing,

is entitled to the same rights and inmiunities, and, in like

manner, is dependent upon the local authorities and laws
/or protection.

The Court refer to that clause of the Constitution which
provides for the rendition of fugitive slaves as their

authority for saying that " the right of property in slaves
1:1 dustinctly and expressly allirmed in the Constitution."
Ity reference to that provision, it will be seen that, while
llio word ' slaves" is not used, still tlie Constitution not

I

only recognizes the right of property in slaves, as stated

by the Court, but explicitly states wh,it class of persona
shall be deemed slaves, and under what laws or authority
they may be held to servitude, and under what circum-
stances fugitive slaves shall be restored to their owners,
all in the same section, as follows

:

" No person held to .service or lal<or in one State, umier tJt4

hiiiflheienf escaping into anoihiT, shall, in consequoiiee of
any law or regulation therein, m- li.>'liarged from such ser-
vice or labor, but .shall bi' deliveicl ii j oil claim of the party
to whom such service or labor may hf iliu'."

Thus it will be seen that a slave, within the meaning of

the Constitution, is a " person held to service or labor in

one State, under the laws thereof"—not under the Con-
stitution of the United States, nor by the laws thereof, nor
by virtue of any federal authority whatsoever, but under
tlie laws of the particular State where such service or
labor may be due.

It was necessary to give this exact definition of Slavery
in the Constitution in order to satisfy the people of the
South as well as of the North. The slaveliolding States

would never consent for a moment that their domestic re-

lations—and especially their right of property in their

slaves—should be dependent upon Federal authority, or
that Congress should have any power over the subject

—

either to extend, confine, or restrain it, much less to pro-
tect or regulate it—lest, under the pretense of protection
and regulation, the Federal Government, under the influ-

ence of the strong and increasing anti-slavery sentiment
which prevailed at that period, might destroy the institu-

tion, and divest those rights of property in slaves which
were sacred under the laws and constitutions of their re-

spective States so long as the Federal Government had no
power to interfere with the subject.

In like manner, the non-slaveholding States, while they
were entirely willing to provide for the surrender of all

fugitive slaves—as is conclusively shown by the unanimous
vote of all the States in the Convention for the provision
now under consideration—and to leave each State per-
fectly free to hold slaves under its own law£, and by virtue

of its own separate and exclusive authority, so long as it

pleased, and to abolish it when it chose, were unwilling to

become responsible for its existence by incorporating it

into the Constitution as a national institution, to be pro-

tected and regul.-ited, extended and controlled by Federal
authority, regardless of the wishes of the people, and in

defiance of the local laws of the several States and Terri-

tories. For these opposite reiisons, the Soutliern and
Northern States united in givuig a unmiimous vote In the
Convention for that provision of the Cimstitution which
recognizes Slavery as a local institution in the several

States where it exists, "under the laws thereof," and pro-

vides for the surrender of fugitive slaves.

It will be observed that the term "State" is used in

tins provision, as well as in various other parts of the Con-
stitution, in the same sense in which it was used liy Mr.
JeiTerson iu his plan for estaldisliing governments for tlie

new States in the territory ceded and to be ceded to the

United States ; and by Mr. Madison in his proposition td

confer on Congress power " to institute temporary govern-
ments for the new States arising in the unapprojiriated
lands of the United States," to de.'iignate the political

communities, Territories as well as States, within the do-

minion of the United States. Tlie word "States" is used
in the same sense in the ordinance of the loth July, 17S7,
for the government of the Territory northwest of the riv.-r

Ohio, which was passed by the remnant of the Congress of
the Confederation, sitting in New York while its most emi-
nent members were at Philadelphia, as delegates to the
Federal Convention, aiding in the formation of the Consti-
tution of the United States.

In this sense the word " States" is used in the chause pro-

viding for the rendition of fugitive slaves, applicable to

all political communities under the authority of the United
States, including the Territories as well as the several
States of the Union. Under any other construction, the
right of the owner to recover his slave would be restricted

to the States of the Union, leaving the Territories a secure
Iilace of refuge for all fugitives. The same remark is ap-
pliciible to the clause of the Constitution which provides
that " a person charged in any State with treason, felony,

or other crime, who shall flee from justice, and be found in

another State, shall, on the demand of the executive au-

thority of the State from which he lied, be delivered up to

be removed to the State having jurisdiction of the crime."
Unless the term State, as used in these provisions of the

Constitution, shall be construed to include every distinct

political community under the jurisdiction of the United
States, and to apply to Territories as well as to the States

of the Union, the Territories must become a sanctuary for

all the fugitives from service and justice, for all the felons

and criminals who shall escape from the several Statet
aud seek refuge and immunity ia the Territories.
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If any«ther illustration were necessary to show that

the political communities which we now calj Territories

(but which, during the whole period of the Confederation
and the formation of the Constitution, were always re-

ferred to as " States" or " new States"), are recognized
as " States" in some of the provisions of the Consti-

tution, they may be found in those clauses which de-

clare that " no State" shall enter into any "treaty, alli-

ance, or confederation
;
grant letters of marque and re-

prisal ; coin money ; emit bills of credit ; make anything
but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts

;

pass any bill of attainder, «c pout facto law, or law im-
pairing the obligation of contracts, or grant any title of
nobility."

It must be borne in mind that in each of these cases
where the power is not expressly delegated to Congress
the prohibition is not imposed upon the Federal Govern-,
ment, but upon the States. There was no necessity for
any such prohibition upon Congress or the Federal Go-
vernment, for the reason that the omission to delegate any
such powers in the Constitution was of itself a prohibition,
and so declared in express terms by the 10th amendment,
wliich declares that " the powers not delegated to the
United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to
the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to
the people."
Hence it would certainly be competent for the States

•and Territories to exercise these powers but for the pro-
hibition contained in those provisions of the Constitution

;

and inasmuch as the prohibition only extends to the
" States," the people of the " Territories" are still at liberty
to exercise them, unless the Territories are included with-
in the term States, within the meaning of these provisions
of the Constitution of the United States.

It only remains to be shown that the Compromise Mea-
sures of 1850 and the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854 are in

perfect harmony with, and a faithful embodiment of, the
principles herein enforced. A brief history of these mea-
sures will disclose the principles upon which they are
rounded.
On the 29th of January, 1850, Mr. Clay introduced into

the Senate a series of resolutions upon the Slavery ques-
tion which were intended to form the basis of the subse-
quent legislation upon that subject. Pending the discus-
sion of these resolutions, the chairman of the Committee on
Territories prepared and reported to the Senate, on the
25th of March, two bills—one for the admission of Califor-

nia into the Union of States, and the other for the organi-
zation of the Territories of Utah and New Mexico, and for
the adjustment of the disputed boundary with the State
of Texas, which were read twice and printed for the use
of the Senate. On the 19th of April a select committee of
thirteen was appointed, on motion of Mr. Foote, of Miss-
issippi, of which Mr. Clay was made chairman, and to

which were referred all pending propositions relating to the
slavery question. On the 8th of May, Mr. Clay, from the
select committee of thirteen, submitted to the Senate an
elaborate report covering aU the points in controversy,
accompanied by a bill which is usually known as the
" Omnibus Bill." By reference to the provisions of tliis

bill, as it appears on the files of the Senate, it will be
seen that it is composed of the two printed bills which had
been reported by the Committee on Territories on the
25th of March previous ; and that the only material
change in its provisions, involving an important and es-

sential principle, is to be found in the tenth section, which
prescribes and defines the powers of the Territorial Legis-
lature. In the bUl, as reported by the Committee on Ter-
ritories, the legislative power of the Territories extended
to " all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the
Constitution of the United States," without e<Kcepting
Afr-ican Slavery ; while the bill, as reported by the com-
mittee of thirteen, confeiTed the same power on the Terri-
torial Legislature, ioiih the exception of African Sla-
very. This portion of the section in its original form read
thus

:

" And he it furlTier enacted that the Legislative power of the
Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects of legislation
consistent wiih the Constitulioa of the United States and the
provisions of this act ; but no law shall be passed inierferiug
With the primary disposition of the soil."

To which the committee of thirteen added these words

:

"J^or in respect to African Slavery.'''' When the bill

came up for action on the 15th of May, Mr. Davis, of Mis-
sissippi, said

:

" I offer the following amendment. To strike out, in the
sixth line of the tenth section, the words ' in respa^ to African
Slavery,' and insert the words, ' uith those rights of property
groieing out of the institittion of African Slavery aa ii ejcisis in
any of the Slates of the Union.' The object of the amendment
is to prevent the Territorial Legislature from legislating
airainst the rights of properly growing out of the institution
of Slavery It wiU leave to the Territorial Legisla-
Uires thoHe rights and powers which are essentially necessary.

not only to the preservation of properly, but to the peace of
the Teiritory. It will leave the right to make such police
regulations as are iii-cessary to prevent disorder, and which
will be absuluif ly necessary with such propeny as that tc

secure Us bcnrlii ial use to its owner. With this brief ex-
pl:ina(ion I submit the amendment."

Mr. Clay, in reply to Mr. Davis, said

:

" I am not pcnl'iily sure that I coniprehend lie full mean-
ing of the aniendmciji otl'ered by the hi'uaior from MiSHiislppi.
If 1 do, I ihiiik lie aciompUsbes nolhing by siriking out ine
clause now in ihe bill and iiiserling ihal whirh he proposes lo
insert. The clause now in the bill is, that the 'lerriiorial
legislation shall not i,-xtend to anything respecting At'rtcao
Slavery wlihin the Territory, 'the ellect of reuuning ihe
clanse as reported by the (Jommittee will be this ; Ihat if in
any of the Terriiories fclavery now eiisis, it shall not be at/ol-
ished by the Territorial Legislature ; and U in any of the Ter-
ritories Slavery does not now exist, ii cannot be inuoducid by
the Territorial Legislature. The clause itself wasintioduced
into the bill by the Committee ibr the purpose of tying up the
hands of the Territorial Legislature in respect tij' lejjislaling

at all, one way or the other, upon tlie subject of African Ma-
very. It was intended to leave the legislation and tlie law of
the "respective Territories in the coudiiion in which the Act
will hnd them. I stated on a former occasion that I did not,
in Committee, vote for Ihe ameudmenl to insert the clause,
though it was proposed to be mtroduced by a majority of the
Conuuittee. I attached very little consequence to it at the
time, and I attach very little to it at presf nl. It is perhaps of
no particular importance whatever. Now, sir, if I under-
stand the measure proposed by vhe !>enaior from Mississippi,
it aims at the same thing. I do not undersiand him as propos-
ing that if any one shall carry slaves into the Territory

—

although by the laws of the lerriioryhe cannot take them
ihertH—the Legislative hands ot the Territorial government
should be so tied as to pi'c'vent il saying he shall not enjoy the
fniiis of their labor. If the Senator from Mississippi means
to s.'iy that—

"

Mr. Davis:
" I do mean to say it."

Mr. Clay

:

" If the object of the Senator is to provide that slaves may
be iuiroduced into the Territory contrary to the (ex loci, and,
being Introduced, nolhing shall be done by the Legislature to
impair the rights of owners to hold the slaves thus brought
conirary to the local laws, / cei tainly camiot role for it. In
doing so I shall repeat again the expression of opinion which
I announced at an early period of the session."

Here we find the line distinctly drawn between those who
contended for the right to carry slaves into the Territories
and hold them in defiance of the local law, and those who
contended that such right was subject to the local law of
the Territory. During the progress of the discussion on
the same day, Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, said :

'•We are giving, or proposing to give, a government to a
Territory, which act rests upou the basis of our i'ij;ht to make
such provision. We suppose we have a right to confer
power. If .so, we may mark out the limit to which they may
legislate, and are bound not to confer power beyond ihat
which exists in Congress. If we give them power to legislate
beyond that, we commit a fraud or usurpation, as it may be
done openly, covertly, or indirectly."

To which Mr. Clay replied :

Now, sir, I only repeat what I have had occa.=ion to say be-
fore, that while I am willing to stand aside and make no legis-
lative enactment one way or the other—to lay off the Territo
ries without the Wilmot Proviso, on the one liand, with which
I understand we are threatened, or without an attempt to
introduce a clause for the introduction of Slavery into the
Territories—while I am for rejecting both the one and the
other, lam content that the law as it exists .shall prevail ; and
if there be any diversity of opinion as to what it means, I am
willing that it shall be settled by the highest judicial autiiorily
of the country. While I am content thus to abide the restilt, 1
must say that I cannot vote for any express provision recogniz-
ing the right to carry slaves there."

To which Mr. Davis rejoined, that

—

" It is said our Revolution grew out of a preamble ; and 1
hope we have something of the same character of the hardy
men of the Revolution who first commenced the war with the
mother country—something of Ihe spirit of that bold Yankee
who said he had a right to go to Concord, and that go he would ;

and who, in the maintenance of that right, met his death at
the hands of a British sentinel. Now, sir, if our righl to carry
slaves into these Terriiories be a constitutional right, it is our
first duty to maintain it."

Pending the discussion which ensued, Mr. Davis, at the
suggestion of friends, modified his amendment from time
to time, until it assumed the following shape :

" Nor to introduce or exclude African Slavery. Pro-
vided that nolhing herein contained shall be construed so
as to prevent said Territorial Legislature from passing
such laws as may be necessary for the protection of the
rights of properly of every kmd which may have been,
or may be hereafter, conformably lo the Consthuiion
of the United States, held in or introduced into said Terri-
tory."

To which, on the same day, Mr. Chase, of Ohio, offered

the following amendment

:

" Provided further. That nothing herein contained shall be
construed as authorizing or permitting the inlroduciion of
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•laverj' <"" Uie holding of persons as properly wiihin said Tar-
liory."

Upon these amendments—the one affirming the Pro-
ilavery, and the other the Anti-Slavei-y position, in oppo-
dtion to the right of the people of the Ten-itories to de-

cide the Slavery question for themselves—Mr. Douglas said:

" The position that I have ever taken has been, that this,

and all other questions relating to the domestic altairs and
dom.'Stic policy of the Territories, ought to be left to the deci-
sion of the people themselves ; and that we ought to be con-
teat with whatever way they may decide the question, bfcaitse
they have a much deeper interest in these niatiers thau we
have, and know much better what iuslitutions suit them than
we, who have never been there, can decide for them. I would
therefore have much preferred that that portion of the Ijill

should have remahied as it was reported from the Oommiuee
on Territories, with no provision on the subject of Slavery,
the one way or the other. And I do hope yet that that clause
will be stricken out. I am satisfied, sir, that it gives no strength
to the bill. I am satisfied, even if it did give strength to it,

that it oaght not to be there, because it is a violation o/priiui-
pie—a viola;ion of that principle upon which we have all

rested ov.r defense of the course we have taken on this ques-
tion. I do not see how those of us who have taken the posi-
tion we have taken—that of non-inlerventioii—and have argued
in favor of the right of the people to legislate for themselves
on this quesiion, can support such a provision without aban-
doning all the arguments which we used in the Presidential
campaign in the year 184S, and the principles set forth by the
honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Cass) in that letter

which is known as the ' Nicholson Letter.' We are required
to abandon that platform ; we are required to abandon those
principles, and to stuUify ourselves, and to adopt the opposite
doctrine—and for what ? In order to say that the people of the

Territories shall not have sitch in.stitatlons as they shall deem
wlxpted to their condition and their tcants. I do not see, su',

how such a provision can be acceptable either lo the people
of the North or tlje South."

Upon the question of ]iow many inhabitants a Territory
should contain before it should be formed into a political

community with the rights of self-government, Mr. Doug-
las said

:

" The Senator from Mississippi puts the question to me as to
what number of people there must be in a Territory before
tills right lo govern themselves accrues. Without determining
the precise number, I will assume that the right ought to

accrue to the people at the moment they have enough to con-
stitute a government ; and, sir, the bill assumes that there are
people enough there to require a government, and enough to
authorize the people to govern themselves Your
bill concedes that a representative government is necessary

—

a government founded upon the principles of popular sove-
reignty and the right of a people to enact iheir own laws ; and
f&r this ."-eason you give them a Legislature composed of two
branches, like the Legislatures of the different States and
Territories of the Union. You confer upon them the right to

legislate on 'all rightful subjects of legislation,' except
negroes. Why except negroes? Why except African Sla-
very ? If the inhabitants are competent to govern themselves
upon all other subjects, and in reference to all other descrip-
tions of properly—if they are competent to make laws and
determine the relations between husband and wife, and pa-
rent and child, and municipal laws aliecting the rights and
property of citizens generally, they are competent also to

make laws to govern themselves in relation to Slavery and
negroes."

With reference to the protection of property in slaves,

Mr. Douglas said

:

" I have a word to say to the honorable Senator from Mis-
Bissippi (Mr. Davis). He insists that I am not in favor of pro-
tecting property, and that his amendment is oilered for the
purpose of protecting property under the Constitution. Now,
sir, I ask you what authority he has for assuming that? Do I
not desire to protect property because I wish to allow the
people to pass such laws as they deem proper respecting
their rights to property without any exception ? He might
just as well say that I am opposed to protecting property in
merchandise, iii steamboats, in cattle, in real estate, as to say
that I am opposed to protecting property of any other
description ; for I desire to put them all on an equality, and
allow the people to make their own laws in respect to the
whole of them."

Mr. Cass said (referring to the amendments offered by
Mr. Davis and Mr. Chase)

:

" Now, with respect to the amendments. I shall vote
against them both ; and then I shall vote in favor of striking
out the restriction in the bill upon the power of the Territorial
governments. I shall do so upon this ground. I was opposed,
as the honorable Senator from Kentucky has declared he was,
to the insertion of this prohibition by the Committee. I con-
sider it inexpedient and unconstitutional. I have already
staled ravbeUef that the rightful power of internal legislation
in the Territories belongs to the people."

After further discussion the vote was taken by yeas and
nays on the amendment of Mr. Chase, and decided in the
negative : Yeas, 25 ; Nays, 30. The question recurring on
the amendment of Mr. Davis, of Mississippi, it was also

rejected : Yeas, 25 ; Nays, SO. WTiereupon Mr. Sewar*
offered the following amendment

:

" Neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude, otherwise
ih an by conviclldn for crime, shall ever be allowed in either
Of said Territories of Utah and New Mexico.'

I Which was i ejected—Y<»<is, 23; Nay.s, 88.

I After various other amendments had been offered and
voted upon—all relating to the power of the Territorial

Legislature over Slavery—Mr. Douglas moved to strike out
all relating to African Slavery, so that the Territorial Le-
gislature should have the same power over that question
as over all other rightful subjects of legislation consistent

with the Constitution—which amendment was rejected.

After the rejection of this amendment, the discussion was
renewed with great ability and depth of feeling in respect
to the powers which the Territorial Legislature should ex-

ercise upon the sul)ject of Slavery. Various propositions
were made, and amendments offered and rejected— all re-

lating to this one controverted point—when Mr. Non-Ls, of

New-Hampshire, renewed tlie motion of Mr. Douglas, to

strike out the restriction on the Territorial Legislature in

respect to African Slavery. On the 31st of July this

amendment was adopted by a vote of 32 to 19—restoring
this section of the bill to the form in which it was reported
from the Committee on Territories on the 25th of March,
and conferring on the Territorial Legislature power over
" all rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the
Constitution of the United States," uii/iout excepting
African Sii'very.
Thus terminated this great struggle in the affirmance of

the principle, as the basis of the Compromise Measures of

1S50, so far as they related to the organization of the Ter-
ritories, that the pe,ople of the Territories nhoulddecide
the Sla/very question for tliemselves through the action
of their Territorial Legislature.

This controverted question having been definitely set-

tled, the Senate proceeded on the same day to consider the
other portions of the bill, and after striking out all except
those provisions which provided for the organization of the
Territory of Utah, ordered the bill to be engrossed for a
third reading, and on the next day—August 1, 1S50—the
bill was read a third time, and passed.
On the 14th of August the bill for the organization of the

TeiTitory of New-Mexico was taken up, and amended so

as to conform fuUy to the provisions of the L'tah Act in re-

spect to the power of the Territorial Legislature over " all

rightful subjects of legislation consistent with the Consti-

tution," without excepting African Slavery, and was or-

dered to be engrossed for a third reading without a divi-

sion ; and on the next day the bill was passed—Yeas, 21

;

Nays, 10.

These two bills were sent to the House of Representa-
tives, and passed that body without any alteration in re-

spect to the power of the Territorial Legislatures over the
subject of Slavery, and were approved by President Fill-

more, September 9, ISoO.

In 1852, when the two great political parties—Whig and
Democratic—into which the country was then divided, as-

sembled in National Convention at Baltimore for the pur-
pose of nominating candidates for tlie Presidency and
Vice-Presidency, each Convention adopted and affirmed
the principles embodied in the Compromise Measures of
1S5II as rules of action by which they would be governed in
all future cases in the organization of Territorial govern-
ments and the admission of new States.

On the 4th of January, 1S54, the Committee on Territo-

ries, of the Senate, to which had been referred a bill for

the organization of the Territory of Nel)raska, reported
the bill back, with an amendment, in the form of a substi-

tute for the entire bill, which, with some modifications, is

now known on the statute book as the " Kansas-Nebraska
Act," accompanied by a Report explaining the principles
upon which it was proposed to organize those Territories,

as follows

:

" The principal amendments which your Committee deem it

their duty to commeud to the favorable action of the Senate, in
a special report, are those ui which the prmciples estabUshed
by the Compromise Measures of 18.tU, so far as they are appli-
cable to territorial organizations, are proposed to be affirmed
and carried into practical operation wiihin the limits of tlie

new Territory. The wisdom of those measures is attested,
not less by their salutary and beneficial efl'ects in allaying sec-
tional agitation and restoring peace and harmony to an irri-

tated and distracted people, than by the cordial and alrao.-it

universal approbation with which they have been received aud
sanctioned by the whole country.
" In the judgment of your Committee, those measures were

intended to have a far more compreheii.sive and enduring
elVcct than the mere adjustment of Uie ditllculties ari.sing out
of the recent acquisition of Mexican territory. They were de-
signed to establish certain great principles, which would not
only furnish adequate remedies for existing evils, but, in all

time to come, avoid the perils of a similar agitation, by with-
drawing the question of Slavery from the Halls of Congress-
and the political arena, aud comratitiug it to the arbitrament ot

those who were immediately interested in and alone responsi-
ble for its consequences. With a view of conforming tlnir

action to the settled policy of the ilovernmeut, sanctioned by
the approving voice of the American people, your Committee
have deemed it their duty to incorporate and perpetuate, in

their territorial bill, the principles and spirit of those
measures."

I
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After presenting and reviewing certain provisions of the
bill, the Committee conclude as follows

:

" From those provisions it la apparent that the Compromise
Measures of ISOO allirm and rest upon the following propo-

I

sitions

:

"'First.—That all questions pertaining to Slavery In the
Territories, and in the new States to be formed therefrom, are
to be left to the decision of the people residing therein, by
their appropriate representatives to be chosen by them for
that purpose.
" ' Second.—That all cases Involving title to slaves and ques-

tions of personal freedom, are referred to the adjudication of
the local tribunals, with the right of appeal to the Supreme
Court of the United States.
"

' Third.—That the provision of the Constitution of the
United Stales in respect to fugitives from service, is to be car-
ried into faithful execution in all the organized Territories, the
same as in the States. The substitute for the bill which your
Committee have prepared, and which is commended to the
favorable action of the Senate, propo.ses to carry these pro-
positions and principles into practical operation, in the precise
language of the Compromise Measures of 1850.' "

By reference to that section of the " Kansas-Nebraslia
Act " as it now stands on the statute boolj, which pre-
scribed and defined the power of the Territorial Legisla-
ture, it will be seen that it is, "in the precise language of
the Compromise Measures of 185U." extending the legis-

lative power of the Territory " to all rightful subjects of
legislation consistent with the Constitution," without ex-
cepting African Slavery.

It having been suggested, with some plausibility, during
the discussion of the bill, that the act of Congress of
March 6, lS2t>, prohibiting Slavery north of the parallel
of 86° 80' would deprive the people of the Territory of the
power of regulating the Slavery question to suit themselves
while they should remain In a Territorial condition, and be-
fore they should have the requisite population to entitle

them to admission Into the Union as a State, an amend-
ment was prepared by the Chairman of the Committee,
and incorporated into the bill to remove this obstacle to the
free exercise of the principle of popular sovereignty in the
Territory, while It remained in a Territorial condition, by
repealing the said act of Congress, and declaring the
true intent and meaning of alJ the friends of the bill in
these words

:

" That the Constitution and all laws of the TTnited States
wMch are not locally Inapplicable, shall have the same force
and effect within the Territory as elsewhere within the United
States, except the eighth section of the act preparatory to the
admission of Missouri into tha Union, approved March 6, 1820,
which being inconsistent with the principle of non-interven-
tion by Congress with Slavery in the States and Territories, as
recognized by the legislation of 1850, commonly called the
'Compromise Measures,' is hereby declared inoperative and
void

—

it being the true intent and meaning of this act not to legis-

late Slavery into any Territory or State, nor to exclude it there-
from, bvt to leave the people thereof perfectlyfree to form and
regulate their domestic inf^titntions in their own way, subject only
to the Constitution of the United States.

To which was added, on motion of Mr. Badger, the fol-

lowing:

" Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con-
gtrued to re%'ive or put in force any law or regulation which
naay have existed prior to the act of the sixth of March, 1820,
either protecting, establishing, of abolishing slavery."

In this form, and with this distinct understanding of its

" tfue intent and meaning," the bill ptkued the twohousei

of Congress, and became the law of the land by the ap-
proval of the President, May 3n, 16.04.

In 1856, the Democratic party, assembled in National
Convention at Cincinnati, declared by a unanimous vot«
of the delegates from every State in the Union, that

—

"The American Democracy recognize and adopt the prin-
ciples contained in the organic laws establishing the Teni
tories of Kansas and Nebraska as embodying the only sound
and safe solution of the ' Slavery question,' upon which ihe
great national idea of the people of this whole country can
repose in its determined conservatism of the Union—non-
interference by (;ongres3 with Slavery m State and Territory,
or in the District of Columbia

;

" That this was the basis of the Compromises of 1850, con-
firmed by both the Democratic and Whig parlies in NjHlonal
Conventions—ratified by the people In the election of 1852

—

and rightly applied to the organization of the Territories In
1854 ; That by the uniform application of this Democratic
principle to the organization of Territories and to the admis-
sion of new States, with or without domestic Slavery as thi-y

may elect, the equal rights of all will be preserved iijiaet—the
original compacts of the Constitution maintained ln\-iolate—
—and the perpetuity and expansion of this Union insured to

its utmost capacity of embracing in peace and harmony any
future American State that may be constituted or annexed
with a Republican form of government."

In accepting the nomination of this Convention, Mr.
Buchanan, in a letter dated June 16, 1S56, said:

" The agitation on the question of domestic Slavery has too
long distracted and divided the people of this Union, and
alienated their afl'ections from each other. This agitation has
assumed many forms since its commencement, btit it now
seems to be directed chiefly to the Territories ; and judging
from its present character, I think we may safely anticipate
that it is rapidly approaching a 'finality.' The recent legis-

lation of Congress respecting domestic Slavery, derived, as it

has been, from the orieinal and pure fountain of legitimate
political power, the will of the majority, promises, ere long,
to allay the dangerous .excitement. This legislation is founded
upon principles as ancient as free government itself, and in
accordance with them has simply declared that the people of a
Territory, like those of a State, shall decide for themseUet
uhether Slavery sltaU or shall not exist uithin their limits."

This exposition of the history of these measures shows
conclusively that the autliors of the Compromise Measures
of 1S50, and of the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1864, as well

as the members of the Continental Congi-css of 1774, and
the founders of our system of government subsequent to

the Revolution, regarded the people of the Territories and
Colonies as political communities which were entitled to a
free and exclusive power of legislation in their Provincial
Legislatures, where their representation could alone be
preserved, in all cases of taxation and internal polity.

This right pertains to the people collectively as a law-
abiding and peaceful community, and not to the Isolated

individuals who may wander upon the public domain in

violation of law. It can only be exercised where there are
Inhabitants sufficient to constitute a government, and ca-

pable of performing its various functions and duties—

a

fact to be ascertained and determined by Congress.
Whether the nimiber shall be fixed at ten, fifteen or

twenty thousand inhabitants does not affect the principle.

The principle, under our political system, is that every
distinct political CoTtinrnmity , loyal to the Constitution
and the Union, is entitled to all the rights, privileges,
and imonmiiiies of self-governmeitt in respect to their
local concerns and internal polity, subject only to the
CbnaUtution of the United States.
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NATIONAL POLITICS

SPEECH OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN, OF ILLINOIS.

Delivered at the Cooper Institute, Monday^ Feb. 27, 1860.

Mb. Prbsidbnt and Fellow-Citizens op New-York ;

The facts with which I shall deal this evening are mainly
old and familiar ; nor ia there anything new in the gene-
ral use I shall make of them. If there shall be any
novelty, it will be in the mode of presenting the facts,

and the Inferences and observations following that
presentation.
In his speech, last autumn, at Columbus, Ohio, as

reported in "Tlie New York Times," Senator Douglas
said :

" Our fathers, when they framed the Government un-
der which we live, understood this question just as well,

and even better than we do now."
I fully indorse this, and I adopt it as a text for this

discourse. I so adopt it because it furnishes a precise
and an agreed starting point for a discussion between
Republicans and that wing of Democracy headed by
Senator Douglas. It simply leaves the inquiry : " What
was the understanding those fathers had of the question
mentioned?"
What is the frame of Government under which we

live?

The answer must be :
" The Constitution of the United

S^'rfiAes." That Constitution consists of the original,

6r*asd in 17S7 (and under which the present Govern-
men; irst went into operation), and twelve subsequently
framed amendments, the first ten of which were framed
in 17S9.

Who were our fathers that framed the Constitution ?

I suppose the " thirty-nine" who signed the original
instrument may be fairly called our fathers who framed
that part of the present Govei-nment. It is almost
exactly true to say they framed it, and it is altogether
true to say they fairly represented the opinion and sen-
timent of the whole nation at that time. Their names,
being familiar to nearly all, and accessible to quite all,

need not now be repeated.
£ take these " thirty-nine," for the present, as being

"our fathers who framed the Government under which
we live."

What is the question which, according to the text,
those fathers understood just as well, and even better
than we do now ?

It is this : Does the proper division of local from
federal authority, or anything in the Constitution, forbid
our Federal Government to control as to Slavery in our
Federal Territories ?

Upon this, Douglas holds the affirmative, and Republi-
cans the negative. Ttiis affirmative and denial form an
issue ; and this issue— this question—is precisely what
the text declares our fathers understood better than we.
Let us now inquire whether the " thirty-nine," or any

of them, ever acted upon this question; and if they did,
how they acted upon it—how they expressed that bet-
ter understanding.
In 1784—three years before the Constitution—the

United States then owning the Northwestern Territory,
and no other—the Congress of the Confederation had
before them the question of prohibiting Slavery in that
Territory ; and four of the "thirty-nine," who afterward
framed the Constitution were in that Congress, and
voted on that question. Of these, Roger Sherman,
Thomas Mifflin, and Uugh WilUamson voted for the
prohibition—thus showing that, in their understanding,
no line dividing local from federal authority, nor anything
else, properly forbade the Federal Government to con-
trol as to Slavery in Federal Territory. The other of the
four—James McHenry—voted against the prohibition,
showing that, for some cause, he thought it improper to
vote for it.

In 1787, stiU before the Constitution, but while the
Convention was in session framing it, and while the
Northwestern Territory still was the only Territory
owned by the United States—the same question of pro-
hibiting Slavery in the Territory again came before the
Congress of the Confederation ; and three more of the
" thirty-nine" who afterward signed the Constitution,
were in that Congress, and voted on the question. They
were William Blount, William Few and Abraham Bald-
win ; and they all voted for the prohibition—ihus show
ing that, in their understanding, no line dividing local
from federal authority, nor anything else, properly
forbids the Federal Government to control as to Slavery
in federal territory. This time the prohibition became
a law, being part of what is now well known as the
Ordinance of '87.

The question of federal control of Slavery in the Ter-
ritories, seems not to have been directly before the
Convention which framed the original Constitution ; and
hence it is not recorded that the " thirty-nine," or any
of them, while engaged on that instrument, expressed
any opinion on that precise question.
In 1789, by the first Congress which sat under the

Constitution, an act was passed to enforce the Ordinance
of '87, including the prohibition of Slavery in the North-
western Territory. The bill for this act was reported by
one of the " thirty-nine," Thomas Fitzsimmons, then a
member of the House of Representatives from Pennsyl-
vania. It went through all its stages without a word of
opposition, and finally passed both branches without
yeas and nays, which is equivalent to a unanimous
passage. In this Congress there were sixteen of the
" thirty-nine" fathers who framed the original Constitu-
tion. They were John Langdon, Nicholas Oilman, Wm.
S. Johnson, Roger Sherman, Robert Morris, Thomas
Fitzsimmons, William Few, Abraham Baldwin, Rufus
King, William Patterson, George Clymer, Richard Bas-
sett, George Read, Pierce Butler, Daniel Carroll, James
Madison.

This shows that, in their understanding, no line
dividing local from federal authority, nor anything in
the Constitution, properly forbade Congress to prohibit
Slavery in the federal territory ; else both their fidelity
to correct principle, and their oath to support the Con-
stitution, would have constrained them to oppose the
prohibition.

Again, George Washington, another of the "thirty-
nine," was then President of the United States, and, as
such, approved and signed the bill, thus completing its

validity as a law, and thus showing that, in his under-
standing, no line dividing local from federal authority,
nor anything in the Constitution, forbade the Federal
Government, to control as to Slavery in federal terri-
tory.

No great while after the adoption of the original
Constitution, North Carolina ceded to the Federal
Government the country now constituting the State of
Tenn-essee

; and a few years later Georgia ceded that
which now constitutes the States of Mississippi and Ala-
bama. In both deeds of cession it was made a condition
by the ceding States that the Federal Government
should not prohibit Slavery in the ceded country.
Besides this. Slavery was then actually in the ceded
country. Under these circumstances, Congress, on
taking charge of these countries, did not absolutely
prohibit Slavery within them. But they did interfere
with it—take control of it—even there, to a certain
extent. In 1793, Congiess organized the Territory of
Mississippi In the act of organization they prohibited
the bringing of Slaves into the Territory, from any place
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irKhout the United States, by fine, and giving freedom
to slaves so brought. This act passed both branches of

Congress without yeas and nays. In that Congress
were three of tlie " thirt.y-nine" who framed the original

Constitution. They were John Langdon, George Kead I

and Abraham Baldwin. They all, probably, voted for

It. Certainly they would have placed their opposition
to it upon record, if, in their understanding, any line

dividing local from federal authority, or anything in the
Constitution, properly forbade the Federal Government
to control as to Slavery in federal territory.

In 1S03, the Federal Government purchased the Louisi-

ana country. Our former territorial acquisitions came
from certain of our own States; but tiiis Louisiana
country was acquired from a foreign nation. In 1804,

Congress gave a Territorial organization to that part of

it wliich now coustiiules the State of Louisiana. New
Orleans, lying within tljat part, was an old and compara-
tively large city. Tliere were other considerable towns
and settlements, and Slavery was extensively and
thoroughly intermingled with the people. Congi'ess did
not, in the Territorial Act, prohibit Slavery; but they
did interfere with it

—

take control of it—in a more marked
and extensive way than they did in the case of Mississippi.

The substance of the provision therein made, in relation

to slaves, was :

First. That no slave should be imported into the Ter-
ritory from foreign parts.

Second. That no slave should be carried into it who
had been imported into the United States since the first

day of May, 179S.

Third. That no slave shall be carried into it except by
the owner, and for his own use as a settler; the penalty
in all the cases being a fine upon the violator of the law,
and freedom to the slave.

This act also was passed without yeas and nays. In
the Congress which passed it, there were two of the
" thirty-nine." They were Abraham Baldwin and Jona-
than l)aylou. As stated in tne case of Mississippi, it is

probable they both voted for it. They would not have
allowed it to pass without recording their opposition to

it, if, in their uiider.-^tauding, it violated either the line

proper dividing local from federal autliority or any pro-
vision of the Constitution.
In 1819-2U, came and passed the Missouri question.

Many votes were taken, by yeas and nays, in both
branches of Congress, upon the various phases of the
general question. Two of the " thirty-nine"—Rufus King
and Charles Pinckney—were members of that Congress.
Mr. King steadily voted for Slavery prohibition and
against all compromises, while Mr. Pinckney as steadily
voted against Slavery prohibition and against all compro-
mises. By this Mr. King showed that, in his understand-
ing, no line dividing local from federal authority, nor
anything in the Constitution, was violated by Congress
prohibiting Slavery in federal territory ; while Mr. Pinck-
ney, by his votes, showed that in his understanding there
was sufficient reason for opposing such prohibition in
that case.

The cases I have mentioned are the only acts of the
" thirty-nine," or of any of them, upon ttie direct issue,
which I have been able to discover.
To enumerate the persons who thus acted, as being four

in 1T84, three in 17S7, seventeen in 1789, tliree in 1793,
two in 1804, and two in 1819-20—there would be thirty-
one of them. But this would be counting John Langdon,
Roger Sherman, William Few, Rut'us King, and George
Read, each twice, and Abraham Baldwin four times. The
true number of those of the ''thirty-nine" whom I have
shown to have acted upon the question, which, by the
text they understood better than we, is twenty-three,
leaving sixteen not shown to have acted upon it in any
way.
Here, then, we have twenty-three out of oar "thirty-

nine" fathers who framed the Government under which
we live, who have, upun their ofiicial responsibihty and
tlieir corporal oaths, acted upon the very question which
the text atfirms tliey •' understood just as well, and even
better than we do now ;" and twenty-one of them—

a

clear majority of the whole " thirty-nine "—so acting up-
on it as to make them guilty of gross political impropriety,
and wihful perjury, if, in their understanding, any proper
division between local and federal authority, or anything
in the Constitution they had made themselves, and sworn
to support, forbade the Federal Government to control as
to Slavery in the federal territories. Thus the twenty-
one acted ; and, as actions speak louder than words, so
actions under such responsibility speak still louder.
Two of the twenty-three voted against Congressional

prohibition of Slavery in the federal Territories in the in-
stances in which they acted upon the question. But for
what reason they so voted is not known. They may have
done so because they thought a proper divisioa of local

10

from federal authority, or some provision or principle of
the Constitution, stood in the way ; or they may, without
any such question, have voted against the proliibition, on
what appeared to them to be sulhcient giounds of expe-
diency. No one who has sworn to support the Constitu-
tion, can conscientiously vote for what he understands to

be an unconstitutional measure, however expedient he
may think it; but one may and ought to vote against a
measure which he deems constitutional, if, at the saue
time, he deems it inexpedient. It, therefore, would be
unsafe to set down even the two who voted against the
prohibition, as having done so because, in their under-
standing, any pioper division of local from federal au-
thority, or anything in the Constitution forbade the
Federal Government to control as to Slavery in federal
territory. p
The remaining sixteen of the " thirty-nine," so far as I ^

have discovered, have left no record of their understand-
ing upon the direct question of the control of Slavery in

the federal territories. But there is much reason to be-

lieve that their understanding upon that question would
not have appeared different from that of their twenty-
three compeers, had it been manifested at all.

For the purpose of adhering rigidly to the text, I have
purposely omitted whatever understanding may have
been manifested, by any person, however distinguished,

other than the thirty-nine fathers who framed the original

Constitution; and, for the same reason, I have also omit-

ted whatever understanding may have been manifested
by any of the "thirty -nine" even, on any other phase ol

the general question of Slavery. If we should look into

their acts and declarations on those other phases, as the

foreign slave-trade, and the moraUty and policy of

Slavery generally, it would appear to us that on* the di-

rect question of federal control of Slavery in federal

territories, the sixteen, if they had acted at all, would
probably have acted just as the twenty-three did.

Among that sixteen were several of the most noted anti-

slavery men of those times—as Dr. Franklin, Alexander
Hamilton, and Gouverneur Morris—while there was not
one now known to have been otherwise, unless it may be
John Rutledge, of South Carolina.

The sum of the whole is, that of our " thirty-nine"

fathers who framed the original Constitution, twenty-
one—a clear majority of the whole—certainly understood
that no proper division of local from federal authority

nor any part of tlie Constitution, forbade the Federal
Government to control Slavery in the federal territories,

while all the rest probably had the same understanding.

Such, unquestionably, was the understanding of our
fathers who framed the original Constitution; and the

text affirms that they understood the question better

than we.
But, so far, I have been considering the understanding

of the question manifested by the framers of the original

Constitution. In and by the original instrument, a mode
was provided for amending it; and, as I have already

stated, the present frame of Government under which
we live consists of that original, and twelve amendatory
articles framed and adopted since. Those who now insist

that federal control of Slavery in federal territories vio-

lates the Constitution, point us to the provisions which
they suppose it thus violates ; and, as I understand, they

all fix upon provisions in these amendatory articles, and
not in the original instrument. The Supreme Court, in

the Dred Scott case, plant themselves upon the fifth

amendment, which provides that " no person shall be de-

prived of property without due process of law ;" while

Senator Douglas and his peculiar adherents plant them-
selves upon the tenth amendment, providing that " the

powers not granted by the Constitution, are reserved to

the States respectively, and to the people."
Now, it so happens that these amendments were framed

bj the first Congress which sat under the Constitution—

the identical Congress whitA passed the act already men-
tioned, enforcing the prohibition of Slavery in the north-

western Territory. Not only was it the same Congress,

but they were the identical, same individual men, who,
at the same session, and at the same time within the ses-

sion, had under consideration, and in progress toward
maturity, these Constitutional amendments, and this act

prohibiting Slavery in all the Territory the nation then

owned. The Constitutional amendments were introduced

before, and passed after the act enforcing the Ordinance,

of '87 ; so that during the whole pendency of the act to

enforce the ordinance, the Constitulional amendmants
were also pending.
That Congress, consisting in all of seventy -six mem-

bers, including sixteen of the framers of the original Con-
stitution, as before stated, were preeminently our fathers

who framed that part of the Government under which we
live, which, is now claimed as forbidding the Federal

Government to control Slavery in the Federal Territories,
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It is not a little presumptuous iu any one at this day to

affirm that the two things which that Congress deliber-

ately framed, and carried to maturity at the same time,

are absolutely inconsistent with eacli other ? And does
not such affirmation become impudently absurd when
coupled with the other affirmation, from the same mouth,
that these who did the two things alleged to be inconsis-

tent understood whether they really were inconsistent
better than we—belter than he who affirms tliat they are
inconsistent ?

It is surely safe to assume that the " thirty-nine "

framers of the original Constitution, and the seventy-six
members of ths Congress which framed tiie amendments
thereto, taken together, do certainly include those who
may be fairly called " our fathers wlio framed the Gov-
ernment under which we live." And so assuming, I

defy any man to show that any one of them ever, in his

whole life, declared that, in his understanding, any
proper division of local from federal authority, or any
part of the Constitution, forbade the Federal Q-overn-
ment to control as to Slavery in the federal territories.

I go a step further. I defy any one to show that any
living man in the whole world ever did, prior to the be-

ginning of tlie present century (and I might almost say
prior to the begmning ot the last half of the present cen-
tury) declare that, in his understanding, any proper
division of local from federal authority, or any part of

the Ooustitution, forbade the Federal Government to

control as to Slavery in the federal territories. To those

who now so declare, I give, not only " our fathers who
framed the Government under which we live," but with
them ail other living men within the century in which it

was framed, among whom to search, and they shall not be
able to find the evidence of a single man agreeing with
tlietn.

Now, and here, let me guard a little against being mis-
aaderstood. I do not mean to say we are hound to follow
implicitly in whatever our fathers did. To do so, would be
to discard all the lights ot current experience—to reject

all progress—all improvement. What I do say is, that if

we would supplant the opini uis and policy of our fathers
in any case, we should do so upon evidence so conclusive,
and argument so clear, that even their great authority,
fairly considered and weiglied, cannot stand ; and most
surely not in a case whereof we ourselves declare they
understood the question better than we.

If any man, at this day, sincerely believes that a
proper division of local from federal authority, or any
part of the Constit'Ution, forbids the Federal Government
to control as to Slavery in the federal territories, he is

right to say so, and to enforce his position by all truthful
evidence and fair argument which he can. But he has no
right to mislead others, who have less access to history
and less leisure to study it, into the false belief that " our
fathers, who framed the Government under which we
live," were of the same opinion— thus substituting false-

hood and deception for truthful evidence and fair argu-
ment. If any man at this day sincerely believes " our
fathers, who framed tlie Government under which we
live," used and applied principles, in other cases, which
ought to have led them to understand that a proper
division of local from federal authority or some part of the
Constitution, forbids tiie federal government to control
as to Slavery in the Federal Territories, he is right to say
so. But he should, at tlie same time, brave the responsi-
bility of declaring that, in his opinion, he understands
tlieir principles better than they did themselves ; and
especially should he not shirk that responsibility by as-
serting tliat they '' understood the question just as well,
and even better, than we iio now."
But enough. Let all who believe that " our fathers,

who framed the Government under which we live, under-
stood the question just as well, and even better, than we
do now," speak as they spoke, and act as they acted upon
it. This is all Republicans ask—all Republicans desire

—

in relation to Slavery. As those fathers marked it, so let

it be again marked, as an evil not to be extended, but to be
tolerated and protected only because of and so far as its

actual presence among us makes that toleration and pro-
tection a necessity. Let all the guaranties those fathers
gave it, be not grudgingly, but fully and fairly, main-
tained. For this Republicans contend, and with this, so
far as I know or believe, they wdl be content.
And now, if they would listen, as I suppose they will

not, I would address a few words to the southern peo-
ple.

I would say to them : You consider yourselves a reason-
able and a just people ; and I consider that in the general
qualities of reason and justice you are not inferior to any
other people. Still, when you speak of us Republicans,
you do so only to denounce us as reptiles, or, at the best,
as no better than outlaws. You will grant a hearing to
pirates or murderers, but nothing like it to " Black Bepub-

licans." In all your contenticsis with one another, each
of you deems an unconditional condemnation of " Black
Republicanism" as the first thing to be attended to. In-

deed such condemnation of us seems to be an indiijpensa-

ble prerequisite—Ucense, so to speak, among you to te ad-

mitted or permitted to speak at all.

Now, can you, or not, be prevailed upon to pause and to

consider whether tliis is quite just to us, or even to your-

selves?
Bring forward your charges and specifications, and then

be patient long enough to hear us deny or justify.

You say we are sectional. We deny it. That makes an
issue : and the burden of proof is upon you. You pro-

duce your proof; and what is it? Why, that our party
has no existence in your section—gets no votes in your
section. The fact is substantially true ; but does it prove
the issue? If it does, then in case we should, without
change of principle, begin to get votes in your section, we
should thereby cease to be sectional. You cannot escape
this conclusion; and yet, are you willing to abide by it?

If you are, you will probably soon find that we have
ceased to be sectional, for we shall get votes in your sec-

tion this very year. You will then begin to discover, as

the truth plainly is, that your proof does not touch the
issue. The fact that we get no votes in your section is a
fact of your making, and not of ours. And if there be
fault in that fact, that fault is primarily yours, and re-

mains so until you show that we repel you by some wrong
principle or practice. If we do repel you by any wrong
principle or practice, the fault is ours ; but this brings you
to where you ought to have started—to a discussion of the
right or wrong of our principle. If our principle, put in

practice, would wrong your section for the benefit of ours,

or for any other object, then our principle, and we with it,

are sectional, and are justly opposed and denounced as
such. Meet us, then, on the question of whether our prin-

ciple, put in piactice, would wrong your section; and so
meet it as if it were possible that something maybe said

on our side. Do you accept the challenge? No? Then
you really believe that the principle which our fathers who
framed the Government under which we live thouglit so
clearly right as to adopt it, and indorse it again and
again, upon their official oaths, is, in fact, so clearly

wrong as to demand yoiu* condemnation without a mo-
ment's consideration.
Some of you delight to flaunt in our faces the warning

against sectional parties given by Washington in hi*

Farewell Address. Less than eight years before Wash-
ington gave that warning he had, as President of the
United States, approved and signed an act of Congress en-

forcing the prohibition of Slavery in the northwestern Terri-

tory, which act embodied the policy of the Government
upon that subject, up to and at the very moment he
penned that warning ; and about one year after he Dpp'^d
it he wrote Lafayette, that he considered that i.tJ»UDition

a wise measure, expressing in the same connection his

hope that we should sometime have a confederacy of free

States.

Bearing this in mind, and seeing that sectionalism has
since arisen upon this same subject, is that warning a
weapon in your hands against us, or, in our hands, against
you? Could Washington himself speak, would he cast the
blame of that sectionalism upon us, who sustain his policy,

or upon you, who repudiate it? We respect that warning
of Washington, and we commend it to you, together with
his example pointing to the right application of it.

But you say you are conservative—eminently conserva-
tive—while we are revolutionary, destructive, or some-
thing of the sort. What is conservatism ? Is it not ad-
herence to the old and tried, against the new and untried .'

We stick to, contend for, the identical old policy on the
point in controversy which was adopted by our fathers

who framed the Government under which we live ; while
you, with one accord, reject, and scout, and spit upon that
old policy, and insist upon substitutmg something new.
True, you disagree among yourselves as to what that sub-
stitute shall be. You have considerable variety of new
propositions and plans, but you are unanimous in rejecting

and denouncing the old policy of the fathers. Some of
you are for reviving the foreign slave-trade ; some for a con-
gressional slave-code for the Territories ; some for Con-
gress forbidding the Territories to prohibit Slavery within
their Umits ; some for maintaining Slavery in the Territo-

ries through the judiciary ; some for the " gur-reat pur-rin-

ciple" that " if one man would enslave another, no third

person should object," fantastically called " Popular So-
vereignty ;" but never a man among you in favor of fede
ral prohibition of Slavery in Federal Ten-itories, according
to the practice of our fathers who framed the Government
under which we live. Not one of all your various plani
can show a precedent or an advocate in the century wittv

in which our Government originated. (_:onsider, thea
whether your claim of conservatism for yourselves, ani
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your charge of destructiveness against us, are based on
Ihe most clear and stable foundations.
Again, you say we'have made the Slavery question

more prominent than it formerly was. We deny it. We
admit that it is more prominent, but we deny that we
made it so. It was not we, but you, who discarded the
aid policy of the fathe s. We resisted, and still resist,

your innovation ; and thence comes the greater promi-
nence of the question. Would you have that question re-

duced to its former proportions ? Go back to that old
policy. What has been will be again, under the same
conditions. If you would have the peace of the old
times, re-adopt the precepts and policy of the old times.

You charge that we stir up insurrections among your
slaves. AVe deny it ; and what is your proof ? Harper's
Ferry! John lirown ! John Brown was no Kepublican

;

and you have failed to implicate a single Republican in

his Harper's Ferry enterprise. If any member of our
party is guilty in that matter, you know it, or you do not
know it. If you do know it, you are inexcusable to not
designate the man, and prove the fact. Ifyoudonot
know it, you are inexcusable to assert it, and especially
to persist in the assertion after you have tried and failed

to make the proof. You need not be told that persisting
in a charge which one does not know to be true, is sim-
ply a malicious slander.
Some of you admit that no Republican designedly

aided or encouraged the Harper's Ferry affair ; but still

insist that our doctrines and declarations necessarily
lead to such results. We do not believe it. We know
we hold to no doctrine, and make no declarations, which
were not held to and made by our fathers who framed
the Government under which we live. Yon never dealt
fairly by us in relation to this affair. When it occurred,
some important State elections were near at hand, and
you were in evident glee with the belief that, by charg-
ing the blame upon us, you could get an advantage of us
in those elections. The elections came, and your ex-
pectations were not quite fulfilled. Every Republican
man knew that, as to himself at least, your charge was a
Blander, and he was not much inclined by it to cast his
vote in your favor. Republican doctrines and declara-
tions are accompanied with a continual protest against
any interference whatever with your slaves, or with you
about your slaves. Surely, this does not encourage them
to revolt. True, we do, in common with our fathers, who
framed the Government under which we live, declare
our belief that Slavery is wrong; but the slaves do not
hear us declare even this, i'or anything we say or do,
the slaves would scarcely know there is a Republican
party. I believe they would not, in fact, generally know
it but for your misrepresentations of us, in their hearing.
In your political contests among yourselves, each fac-

tion charges the other with sympathy with Black Re-
publicanism ; and then, to give point to the charge,
defines Black Republicanism to simply be insurreciion,
blood and thunder among the slaves.

Slave insurrections are no more common now than
they were before the Republican party was organized.
What induced the Southampton insurrection, twenty-
eight years ago, in which, at least, three times as many
lives were lost as at Harper's Ferry ? You can scarcely
stretch your very elastic fancy to the conclusion that
Southampton was got up by Black Republicanism. In
the present state of things in the United States, I do not
think a general, or even a very extensive slave insurrec-

tion, is possible. The indispensable concert of action
cannot be attained. The slaves have no means of rapid
communication ; nor can incendiary free men, black or

white, supply it. The explosive materials are every-
where in parcels ; but there neither are, nor can be sup-
plied, the indispensable connecting trains.

Much is said by Southern people about the affection of

slaves for their masters and mistresses ; and a part of it,

at least, is true. A plot for an uprising could scarcel.v be
devised and communicated to twenty individuals before
some one of them, to save the life of a favorite master or
mistress, would divulge it. This is the rule ; and the
slave-revolution in Hayti was not an exception to it, but a
case occurring under pecuhar circumstances. The gun-
powder plot of Britisli Ixistory, though not connected with
slaves, was more in point. In that case, only about twenty
were admitted to the secret ; and yet one of them, in his

anxiety to save a friend, betrayed the plot to that friend,

and, by consequence, averted the calamity. Occasional
poisonings from the kitchen, and open or stealthy assassi-

nations in the field, and local revolts extending to a score

or so, will continue to occur as the natural results of Sla-

very ; but no general insurrection of slaves, as I think, can
happen in this country for a long time. Whoever much
fears, or much hopes, for such an event, will be alike dis-

appointed.
ir the laoguage «f Mr, Jefferson, uttered many years

ago, " k. is still in our power to direct the process of emtM-
cipation, and deportation, peaceably, and in such glow
degrees, as that the evil will wear off insensibly ; and thetr
places be, p<iri passu, filled up by free white laborers.
If, on the contrary, it is left to force itself on, human na-
ture must shudder at the prospect held up."

Mr. Jefferson did not mean to sa.y, nor do I, that the
power of emancipation is in the Federal Government. He
spoke of Virginia ; and, as to the power of emancipation,
I speak of the slaveholding States only.

"The Federal Government, however, as we insist, has the
power of restraining the extension of the institution—the
power to insure that a slave insurrection shall never occur
on any American soil which is now free from Slavery.
John Brown's effort was peculiar. It was not a slave In-

surrection. It was an attempt by white men to get up a
revolt among slaves, in which the slaves refused to partici-
pate. In fact, it was so absurd that the slaves, with all

their ignorance, saw plainly enough it could not succeed.
That affair, in its philosophy, corresponds with many at-

tempts, related in history, at the assassination of Kings and
Emperors. An enthusiast broods over the oppression of a
people till he fancies himself commissioned by Heaven tb
liberate them. He ventures the attempt, which ends in
little else than in his own execution. Orsini's attempt on
Louis Napoleon, and John Brown's attempt at Harper's
Ferry, were, in their pliilosophy, precisely the same. The
eagerness to cast blame on old England in the one case,
and on New England in the other, does not disprove the
sameness of the two things.

And how much would it avail you, if you could, by the
use of John Brown, Helper's book, and the like, break up
the Republican organization ? Human action can be mod-
ified to some extent, but human nature cannot be changed.
There is a judgment and a feeling against Slavery m this

nation, which cast at least a million and a half of votes.

You cannot destroy that judgment and feeling—that sen-

timent—by breaking up the political organization which
rallies around it. You can scarcely scatter and disperse

an army which has been formed into order in the face of
your heaviest fire, but if you could, how much would you
gain by forcing the sentiment which created it out of the

peaceful channel of the ballot box, into some other chan-
nel? What would that other channel probably be? Would
the number of John Browns be lessened or enlarged by the

operation ?

But you will break up the Union rather than submit to a
denial of your constitutional rights.

That has a somewhat reckless sound ; but it would be
palliated, if not fully justified, were we proposing, by the

mere force of numbers, to deprive you of some right,

plainly \vrltten down in the Constitution. But we are pro-

posing no such thing.

When you make these declarations, you have a specific

and well-understood allusion to an assumed constitutional

right of yours, to take slaves into the federal territories,

and to hold them there as property. But no such right is

specifically written in the Constitution. That instrument

is literally silent about any such right. We, on the con-

trary, deny that such a right has any existence in the Con-
stitution, even by implication.

Your purpose', then, plainly stated, is, that you will

destroy the Government, unless you be allowed to con-

strue and enforce the Constitution as you please, on all

points in dispute between you and us. i'ou will rule or

ruin in all events.

This, plainly stated, is your language to us. Perhaps
you will say the Supreme Court has decided the disputed

Constitutional question in your favor. Not quite so.

But waiving the lawyer's distinction between dictum and
decision, the Courts have decided the question for you
in a sort of way. The Courts have substantially said, it

is your Constitutional right to take slaves into the

federal territories, and to hold them there as property.

When I say the decision was made in a sort of way, T

mean it was made in a divided Court by a bare majority

of the Judges, and they not quite agreeing with one

another in the reasons for making it ; that it is so made
as that its avowed supporters disagree with one another

about its meaning, and that it was mainly based upon a
mistaken statement of fact—the statement in the opinion

that " the right of property in a slave is distinctly and

expressly affirmed in the Constitution."

An inspection of the Constitution will show that the

right of property in a slave is not distinctly and expressly

affirmed in it. Bear in mind the Judges do not plfdge

their judicial opinion that such is right is impliedly af-

firmed in the Constitution ; but they pledge their veracity

that it is distinctly and expressly affirmed there—" dis-

tmctly," that is, not mingled with anything else—" ex-

pressly," that is, in words meaning just that, without the

aid of any inference, and susceptible of no other meaning.

If they had only pledged their judicial opinion that
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such right is affirmed in the instrument by implication,
it would be open to others to show that neither tlie word
" slave" nor " Slavery" is to be found in the Constitu-

tion, nor the word '' property" even, in any connection
with the language alluding to the things slave, or Slavery,
and that wherever in that instrument the slave is alluded
to, he is called a " person ;" and wherever his master's
legal right in relation to him is alluded to, it is spoken of
as "service or labor due," as a "debt" payable in

service or labor. Also, it would be open to show, by
contemporaneous history, that this mode of alluding to

slaves and Slavery, instead of spealiing of them, was eu-
ployed on purpose to exclude from the Constitution the
idea that there could be property in man.
To show all this is easy and certain.
When this obvious mistalce of the Judges shall be

brought to their notice, it is not reasonable to expect
that they will withdraw the mistaken statement, and
reconsider the conclusion based upon it ?

And then it is to be remembered that " our fathers, who
framed the Government under which we live"—the men
who made the Constitution—decided this same Constitu-
tional question in our favor, long ago—decided it without
a division among themselves, when making the decision

;

without division among themselves about the meaning
of it after it was made, and so far as any evidence is

left, without basing it upon any mistaken statement of
facts.

Under all these circumstances, do you really feel

yourselves justified to break up this Government, un-
less such a court decision as yours is shall be at once
submitted to as a conclusive and final rule of political

action?
But you will not abide the election of a Republican

President. In that supposed event, you say, you will

destroy the Union ; and then, you say, the great crime of
having destroyed it will be upon us ?

That is cool. A highwayman holds a pistol to my ear,

and mutters through his teeth, " stand and deliver, or I
shall kill you, and then you .will be a murderer !"

To be sure, what the robber demanded of me—my
money—was my own ; and I had a clear right to keep
it ; but it was no more my own than my vote is my own

;

and the threat of death to me to extort my money, and
the tlireat of destruction to the Union, to extort my
vote, can scarcely be distinguished in principle.
A few words now to Republicans. It is exceedingly

desirable that all parts of this great Confederacy shall
be at peace, and in harmony, one with another. Let us
Republicans do our part to have it so. Even though
much provoked, let us do nothing through passion and
111 temper. Even though the southern people will not so
much as listen to us, let us calmly consider their
demands, and yield to them if, in our deliberate view of
our duty, we possibly can. Judging by all they sa.y and
do, and by the subject and natura of their controversy
with us, let us determine, if we can, what will satisfy them?

Will they be satisfied if the Territories be uncondition-
ally surrendered to them? We know they will not. In
all tlieir present complaints against us, the Territories are
scarcely mentioned. Invasions and insurrections are the
rage now. Will it satisfy them if, in the future, we have
nothing to do with invasions and insurrections? We
know it will not. We so know because we know we never
had anything to do with invasions and insurrections

;

and yet this total abstaining does not exempt us from the
charge and the denunciation.
The question recurs, what will satisfy them? Simply

this : We must not only let them alone, but we must,
somehow, convince them that we do let them alone. This,
we know by experience, is no easy task. We have been
so trying to convince them, from the very beginning of
our organization, but with no success. In all our plat-
forms and speeches we have constantly protested our pur-
pose to let them alone ; but this has had no tendency to
convince them. Alike unavailing to convince them is

the fact that they have never detected a man of 2£ in
any attempt to disturb them.

"Rhese natural, and apparently adequate means aM faft

ing, what will convince them? Tliis, and this only;
cease to call Slavery wrong, and join them in calling it

right. And this must be iloae thoroughly—done iu acts
as well 0,8 iu words. Silence will not be tolerated—we
must place ourselves avowedly witli them. Douglas's
new sedition law must be enacted and enforced, suppress-
ing all declarations that Shivery is wriing, whether made
in politics, in presses, in pulpits, or iu private. We must
arrest and return their fugitive slaves with greedj
pleasure. We must pull down our Free State constitutions.

The whole atmosphere must be disinfected from all t.iiul

of opposition to Slavery, before they will cease to believe
that all their troubles proceed from us.

I am quite aware they do not state their case precisely
in this way. Most of- them would probably say to ut,
" Let us alone, do nothing to us, and say what you please
about Slavery;" But we do let them alone—have never
disturbed them—so that, after all, it is what we say,
which dissatisfies them. They will continue to accuse us
of doing, until we cease saying.

I am also aware tiiey have not, as yet, in terms,
demanded the overthrow of our Free State Constitutions.
Yet those constitutions declare the wrong of Slavery,
with more solemn emphasis, than do all other sayings
against it; and when all these other sayings shall have
been silenced, the overthrow of these constitutions will

be demanded, and nothing be left to resist the demand.
It is nothing to the contrary, that they do not demand the
whole of this just now. Demanding what they do, and
for the reason they do, they can voluntarily stop nowhere
short of this consummation. Holding, as they do, that
Slavery is morally right, and socially elevating, they can-
not cease to demand a full national recognition of it, as
a legsil right, and a social blessing.
Nor can we justifiably withhold this, on any ground

save our conviction that Slavery is wrong. If Slavery is

right, all words, acts, laws, and constitutions against it,

are themselves wrong, and should be silenced, and swept
away. If it is right, we cannot justly object to its nation-
ality—its universality ; if it is wrong, they cannot justly
insist upon its extension—its enlargement. All they ask,
we could readily grant, if we thought Slavery right ; all

we ask, they could as readily grant, if they thought it

wrong. Their thinking it right, and our thinking it

wrong, is the precise fact upon which depends the wnole
controversy. Thiukingit r,ght, as they do, they are not
to blame for desiring its fail recugui.ion, as being right;
but, thinking it wrong, as we do, can we yieM to them?
Can we cast our votes with their view, and against our
own ? In view of our moral, social, and political tespoa-
sibilities, can we do this ?

Wrong as we think Slavery is, we can yet afford to let

it alone where it is, because that much is due to the
necessity arising from its actual presence in the nation

;

but can we, while our votes will prevent it, allow it to
spread into the National Territories, and to overrun us
here in these Free States ?

If our sense of duty forbids this, then let us stand by
our duty, fearlessly and effectively. Let us be diverted by
none of those sophistical contrivances wherewith we are
so industriously plied and belabored—contrivances such
as groping for some middle ground between the right and
the wrong, vain as the search for a man who should be
neither a Uving man nor a dead man—such as a policy
of " don't care" on a question about which all true men
do care—such as Union appeals beseeching true Union
men to yield to Disunionists, reversing the divine rule,

and calling, not the sinners, but the righteous to repent-
ance—such as invocations to Washington, imploring men
to unsay what Washington said, and undo what Washing-
ton did.

Neither let us be slandered from our duty by false

accusations against us, nor frightened from it by menaces
of destrucxion to the Government, nor of dungeonsto
ourselves. Let us have faith that right makes might, and
in that faith, let us, ts the «nd, date to do our duty, aa
we understand it.
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MR. BRECKINRID&E ON NATIONAL POLITICS.

SPEECH AT ERANKFORT, KY.

The Hon. John C. Breckinridge delivered

the following speech on the general political

topics of the day before the Legislature of Ken-
tucky at Frankfort in Dec. 1859. Mr. Breckin-

ridge had been recently elected to the United
States Senate, by the Kentucky Legislature

;

and after returning his thanks for the distin-

guished honor, and promising to serve the State

to the best of his ability, he continued as

follows

:

The election took place on Monday. The day before
I received a letter signed by a number of gentlemen in

the Legislature, asking my opinion in reference to the

Drei) Scott decision, in reference to Territorial Sover-
eignty, and the power of Congress to protect the property
of citizens within the Territories. I received that letter

with profound respect, and only regret it did not come
to my hands in time, that I might answer it before the
election. But yet I am glad that I could not answer it

before that day, for your choice is a sort of indorsement
of my soundness upon those questions. I confess I was
somewhat gratified that the election took place before
1 had those questions to answer. It was utterly impossi-

ble for me to have returned an answer before the time
fixed by your law for the election, but, I never intended
to fail in this answer. 1 never should have failed. Had
it been one who signed it, instead of twenty, the result

would have been precisely the same.
Besides this, it would have been of but little conse-

quence, be the answer before or after. I belong to that

school of politics that believes in instruction, and when-
ever I am not ready to receive the instructions of the
State, I stand ready to give back the trust confided in

my hands.

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION.

Gentlemen, I bow to the decision of the Supreme Court
of the United States upon every question within its

proper jurisdiction, whether it corresponds with my pri-

vate opinion or not ; only, I bow a trifle lower when it

happens to do so, as the decision in the Dred Scott case
does. I approve it in all its pai'ts as a sound exposition
of the law and constitutional rights of the States, and
citizens that inhabit them. (Applause.) It may not be
improper for me here to add that so great an int erest did
I take in that decision, and in its principles being sus-

tained and understood in the commonwealth of Ken-
tucky, that I took the trouble, at my own cost, to print
or have printed a large edition of that decision to scat-

ter it over the State, and unless the mails have miscar-
ried, there is scarcely a member elected to the Legisla-

ture who has not received a copy with my frank.

To approve the decision of the Supreme Court in the
Dred Scott case would seem to settle the whole question
of Territorial Sovereignty, as I think will presently ap-
pear ; but, in order that no one may misunderstand
my views on that question, I will, with your leave, de-

tain you with a brief review of what was done as to the
Slavery question up to the time of that decision, refer-

ring also to the duties imposed by it.

THE MISSOURI LINE.

I was in the Congress of tlie United States when that
Missouri line was repealed. I never would have voted lor

any bill organizing the Territory of Kansas as long as that
odious stigma upon our institutions remained upon the
statute-book. I voted cheerfully for its repeal, and in do-
ing that I cast no reflection upon the wise patriots who
Acquiesced in it at the time it was established. It was re-

pealed, and we passed the act known as the KansaD-IVe-
braska bill. The Abolitiun, or quasi Abolition party of
the United States were constantly contending that it was
the right of Congress to prolnl)it Slavery in the common
Territories of the Union. The Democratic party, aided by
most of the gentlemen from the South, took the opposite
view of the case. Our object was, if possible, to withdraw
that question from the Halls of Congress, and place it

where it could no longer risk the public welfare and the
public interest. In the Congi-ess of the United States it

had been agitated all tlie time, to the disadvantage of the
South; accordingly (I have not a copy of the bill before
me now, but I remember its leading provisions), a bill waa
passed, repealing the Missouri line, and leaving those Ter-
ritories upon the contract and the assertion that the bill

made. Did we intend by it to legislate Slavery into Kan-
sas and Nebraska ? We denied that, and denied it upon
the face of the bill itself. Tlie settlement thus made, af-
terward received the approval of the people of the whole
country. Tlie bill said witJiiu itself, not that we intend to
legislate Slavery into the Territories, but to leave the peo-
ple free to form their own domestic institutions, subject
only to the Constitution of tlie United States. That was
as much as we could agree upon. There was a point upon
which we could not agree. A considerable portion of the
Northern Democracy held that Slavery was in derogation
of common right, and could only exist by force of positive
law. They contended that the Constitution did not furnish
that law, and that the slaveholder could not go into the
Territories with his'slaves with the Constitution to author-
ize him in holding his slaves as property, or to protect him.
The South, generally, without distinction of party, held the
opposite view. They held that the citizens of all the
States may go with whatever was recognized by the Con-
stitution as property, and enjoy it. That did not seem to

be denied to any article of property except slaves. Ac-
cordingly, the bill contained the provision, that any ques-
tion in reference to Slavery should be referred to the court
of the United States, and the uuderstandmg was, that what-
ever the judicial decision should be, it would be hindijig

upon all parties, not only bj' virtue of the agreement, but
under the obligation of the citizens to respect the author-
ity of the legally constituted courts of the country.

WHAT HE SAID IN 1856.
It was under these circumstances, while the Territory of

Kansas was in a state of commotion, and when that ques-

tion had not been determined by the courts, that the can-

vass of 1856 came on. It became my duty, by the re-

quest of my friends, to visit the States of Ohio, Indiana,
Michigan and Pennsylvania. In all tliose States I made
speeches. In all those States I uttered the same oplnionfl

and declared the same principles tliat I have ever done in

the commonwealth of Kentucky, and am ready to do agaic
None other !

It has been charged that the Democratic party of the

country, and particularly of the South, desired to employ
the Federal Government for the purpose of propagating

Slavery and slave legislation in the Territories. I denied

that the Democratic party desired to use the Federal Gov-
ernment for the propagation of Slavery, and I never con-

ceded what we believed to be our constitutional right to its

protection, and what the decision of the Supreme Court

has allowed to be our right, I said—yes ! I did say that tlie

Democratic party of this country, in its federal aspect,

was neither a Pro-Slavery nor an Anii-Slavery party, but

a constitutional partv, and I repeat it here to-night. (Ap-

plause.) I do not beheve it is. I do not believe that the

Federal Government was organized for either purpose, but

to protect the rights adjudicated by the courts. All

these belong to the States themselves.

These were the declarations that I made, of which some-

thing has been heard in all Uie Slates. I made the
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declarations that I am willing to make before my own
constituents ; I made the declarations that I am willing

to stand here and repeat. (Ai)plause.) We had confi-

dence in our own view of our own rights. Our northern
friends had their views. It was a paradoxical question,
and we gave it to the Courts.

Well, the Courts did decide the very question, which
had been submitted to them, not upon a case from Kan-
sas, but in another case. Without going into the argu-
ment, for time does not permit of that, let me give you
the conclusion. In the opinion of the Court in the case
of Dred Scott, it is said

:

" Upon these considerations, It Is the opinion of the Court
that the act of Congress which prohibits a citizen from holding
and owning property of Ihis Icind in the Territory of the
United States, north of the line herein mentioned, is not
warranted by the Constitution, and is therefore void ; aLd that
neither Dred Scott himself nor any of his family were made
free by being carried Into this Territoryj even if they had
been carried there by the owner, w^ith the mtention of becom-
ing a permanent resident."

Again

:

" The powers over person and property of which we speak,
are not only not granted to Congress, but are in express terms
deniedj and they are forbidden to exercise them. And this

proliibition Is not confined to the States, but the words are
general, and extend to the whole territory over which the
Constitution gives it power to legislate, Including those por-
tions of it remaining under Terrilorial government, as well as
that covered by States. It is a total absence of power every-
where within the dominion of the United States, and places
the citizen of a Territory, so far as those rights are concerned,
on the same footing with citizens of the States, and guards
them as firmly and plainly against any inroads which the
General Government might attempt, under the plea of implied
or incidental power. And if Congress Itself cannot do this

—

if it is beyond the powers conferred on the Federal Govern-
ment—it will be admitted, we presume, that it could not
authorize a Territorial government to exercise them. It

could confer no power on any local government, established
by its authority, to violate the provisions of the Constitution."

Thus the highest court in the United States settled the
very question referred to it as the disputed point, not leg-

islative in its character, on which Congress could not
B^ree when the Kansas-Nebraska bill passed. The view
that we in the Southern States took of it was sustained,
that in the Territories, the common property of the
Union, pending tlieir Territorial condition, Congress
itself nor the Territorial Government had the power to

confiscate any description of property recognized in the
States of the Union. The Court drew no distinction be-
tween slaves and other property. It is true some foreign
philantliropists and some foreign writers do undertake to

draw this distinction, but these distinctions have nothing
to do with our system of Government. Our Government
rests not upon the speculations of philanthropic writers,
but upon the plain understanding of a written constitution
which determines it, and upon that alone. It is the
result of positive law; therefore we are not to look to

the analogy of the supposed law of nations, but to regard
the Constitution itself, which is the written expression of
the respective powers of the Government and the rights
of the States.

UNFRIENDLY LEGISLATION.

Well, that being the case, and it having been authorita-
tively determined by tiie very tribunal to which it was re-
ferred that Congress had no power to exclude slave
property from the Territory, and judiciously determined
that the Territorial Legislatures, authorities created by
Congress, had not the power to exclude or confiscate
slave property, I confess that I had not anticipated that
the doctrines of unfriendly legislation would be set up.
Hence, I need not say to you that I do not believe in the
doctrine of unfriendly legislation; that I do not believe in
the authority of Territorial Legislatures to do by indirec-
tion what they cannot do directly. I repose upon the
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, as to
the point that neither Congress nor the Territorial Legis-
lature has the right to obstruct or confiscate the property
of any citizen, slaves included, pending the territorial
condition. (Applause.)

I do not see any escape from that decision, if you
admit that the question was a judicial one ; if you admit
the decision of the Supreme Court, and if you stand by
the decision of the highest Court of the country.
The Supreme Court seems to have recogniied it as the

duty—as the duty of the Courts of this Union in their pro-
per sphere to execute this constitutional right, thus
Adjudicated by tiie Supreme Court, in the following lan-

guage. In speaking of the acquisition of territory, they
pronounce it a political question for Congress to deter-

mine what territory they acquire and how many. Now
nuk the words of the Court

:

" And whatever the political department of the Government
shall recognize as within the limits of the United States, the
Judicial Department is also bound to recognize, and to ad-
minister in it the laws of the United States, so far as they apply,
and to maintain in the territory the authority and rights of the
Government, and also the political right and rights of property
of individual citizens as secured by the Constitution. AJl we
mean to say on this point is, that as there is no express reg«-
lation In the Constitution defining the power which the Generi
Government may exercise over the person or property of a
citizen in a territory thus acquired, the Court must necessarily
look to the provisions and principles of the Constitution andit»
distribution of powers, for the rules and principles by whick
its decision must be governed."

So that in regard to slave property, as in regard to any
other property recognized and guarded by the ConsUtu
tion, it is the duty, according to the Supreme Cotjrt, of aJ
the Courts of the country to protect and guard it by their
decision, whenever the question is brought before them.
To whicli I will only add this, that the judicial decision!
in our favor must be maintained—these judicial decision?
in our fevor must be sustained. (Applause.)

SLAVE CODE.

If present remedies are adequate to sustain these de-
cisions, I would have nothing more done, I, with many
other public men in the country, believe thoy are able
If they are not—if they cannot be enforced for want of
the proper legislation to enforce them, sufficient legisla-
tion must be passed, or our Government is a failure.

(Applause.) Gentlemen, I see no escape from that con-
clusion.

At the same time, fellow-citizens, I make no hesitation
in saying to you that I trust the time will never come

—

I trust the lime will never come when it may be deemed
necessary for the Congress of the United States in an.v
form to interfere with ttiis question in the Territories. So
far it has been only productive of evil to us, and it would
portend only evil in the future. At present there is no
question before Congress. No Southern Representative
or Senator proposes legislation on that point—no com-
plaint comes from any territory—there is no evidence
that the existing laws and decisions of the Courts are not
adequate to protect every description of property recog-
nized by the several States. None whatever. Tlierefore,
in my opinion, and I submit it humbly and with defe-
rence, our true policy is not to anticipate trouble, but to
let the matter rest upon the Executive, upon the existing
laws, and upon the decisions of the Courts. (Applause.;
I will add this ; we must never give up the principle, we
must never give up the question that has been judiciously
decided, that this constitutional riglit exists. We must
stand by that decision. We must hold to our constitu-
tional riglits, but I would never prematurely raise the
question to distract the country, when there is no voice
calling for it. North, East, South or West. (Applause.)
I say we must hold to the principle—we mtlst stand by it.

We stand in a good position. We have the Exeeutive,
we have the laws, we have the decisions of the Courts, and
that is a great advance from where we stood ten years
ago.

I am glad—although we did not succeed as we desired
in Kansas—I am glad that the territorial question is

nearly fought Out. It is neai-ly fought out. I know of
no existing Territory where this question can arise. As
to the territory south of the line, where slave labor is

really profitable, I have not a doubt but that the climate
and interest, and the proximity of slaveholders, and the
Constitution and laws, and the decision of the Court,
will sustain and protect us therein the full enjoyment of
our rights, and in making Southern territory out of
Southern soil. While I would not give up the principle,
I never have believed, and I do not believe now, in the
possibility of Slavery planting itself in a territory against
the determined opposition of the inhabitants, any more
than I believe the institution of Slavery could continue in
existence in Kentucky for three years against the desire
of the voters of the Commonwealth, even with the con-
stitutional restictions that are here thrown around it.

Still, I would save the question and the principle, end
never let go the constitutional right, because our protec-
tion in the Union consists in a strict adherence to the
provisions of tlie Constitution. AVhen we allow an infrac-
tion of the Constitution on any one point, we lose our
claim to the observance of the whole. We should insist

to the last that the Constitution of the country shall be
sustained in every particular. (A voice—" Good.")

THE PERII, OF TH8 COtTNTKr.

Fellow-citizens, if you will allow me, I will offer you
some observations upon another aspect of public affairs.

We have been talking of things that concern us no mora
than they concern others, but we have questions to deter-
miue that come nearer home—questious that come to oui
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flresidas. According to my humble judgment, the con-
dition of our country was never so perilous as It is at
this hour ; and if things go drifting on as they have of
'ate, we slmll liavc to determine questions of far nearer
ritaiity than tiie territorial question.

I nope I do not speak in the spirit of an alarmist or a
iemagogue, but since I have been acquainted with public
affairs (and luen older and wiser than myself say the
Baiue thing) there never was a time when the interests of
this Union were in so mucii peril, and when the feelings of
our people were so much alienated as at this hour.
Certainly if the aspect of aflfairs at Washington is in the
slightest degree indicative of the feeling elsewhere, that
rurnark is truth.

ITS CAUSE.

Pellow-citizens, the danger arises, in the opinion of
our wisest and best men, from the character and purpose
and aim of an organization in the country called the Re-
publican party.

I do not think we fully realize what are the objects,
purposes and aims of the Republican party, what it
intends, and what would be the consequences to us of
their success and dominion in the United Slates. If you
will allow me, therefore, I have gathered together three
or four facts—mere expressions—mere illustrations or
examples, from many thousands of kindred characters,
for the purpose of showing what its objects are— to show
what we may expect to follow their success.

HIS VIEWS OF RKPUBLICANISU.
First is their platform, made three years ago, but

beyond which they have far advanced. Like all aggres-
sive organizations, the rear rank of the Republican
party marches up and comes upon the ground that the
advanced guard occupied months before, while the ad-
vanced guard is going ahead. The Republicans are far
in advance of their platform, but we have there enough
to put us on our guard.
What are our rights ? Have we not a right to have our

fugitives returned ? If there is a plainer provision than
tliat in the instrument, what is it? Have we not a ri-rht
to live in peace in this Union? What was the Constitu-
tion formed for? When the Constitution was made, was
It not made by brethren ? Was it not made that this
pohtical organization should be carried on in peace anol
harmony ? Have we not a right to demand of our sister
btates, that we may live together in peace with our
respective State institutions, with our whole domestic
policy ? And is it not a gross violation of the ConsiUu-
Uon not to allow us to live in peace, as to refuse to return
our fugitives from labor that have escaped into other
States? Do they intend to do it? No, they do not.
Ihey begin by declaring the Declaration of Independence
IS a rule of our political action. Here is the declaration
of the Republican platform, adopted three years ago,
beyond which they have now far advanced :

"Resolved, That with our Republican fathers we hold it tobe a self-evident trulh that tU men are endowed with the in-
alienable right of Ufe, hberty and the pursuit of happiness,
and that the primary object and ulterior design of our Federal
(loverument were to secure these rights to all persons under
Its exclusive jurisdiction ; that as our Republican fathers
when they had abolished Slavery in all our national territory
ordamed that no person should be deprived of life, hberiv arid
property, without due process of law, it becomes our diity to
malntam this provision of the Constitution against all attempts
to violate It for the purpose of establishing t-lavery in the Ter-
ritories of the United States by positive legislation, prohlbitinf
Its existence or extension therein.

°

This is a positive pledge, that as soon as that party
obtains power, it will recognize the equality of the negro
with the white man. Its object will be to give him those
rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. To
maintain that equality what follows ? Everybody knows
that when they obtain the power in the District of Co-
lumbia, they will abolish Slavery there ; when they ob-
tain the power, they will undertake to abolish it in the
forts, arsenals, and dock-yards of the United States
throughout the South

; they will undertake to abolish the
internal slave-trade. Already they declare that not
another Slave State shall be admitted into the Union,
and they will go beyond that. How can we expect to
live in peace and harmony, when declarations of this
sort are uttered

:

"Resolved, That the Constitution confers upon Congress
sovereign power over the Territories of the anited Suites for
their government, and that, in the exercise of this power, it is
both the right and the imperative duty of Congress, to prohibit
in the Territories those twin relics of barbarism—polygamy
and Slavery."

Is that in the spirit of our revolutionary ancestors ?
Is it in the spirit of our revolutionary ancestors for a
great and growing party, that now claims, and perhaps

have, dominance in the Northern States of th? OnlMi, U
say of an institution of their Southern relatives they ar»
harboring a relic of barbarism ? That shows you, felloe
citizens, their indomitable purpose, their deep-.seatc4
hate. I am sorry that it exists, but it is true. How can
you expect a great political organization that obtains
power, to fail to exercise that power when in its opinion
this Union is stained or defiled as to one-half, perhajjB,
of Its inhabitants, by a relic of barbarism, which it class-
es with the crime of polygamy.

SEWARD QUOTEU
This is not all. I could have biought here the decla/^

ations of Its representative and leading men from H.
parts of the Northern State... going infinitely further that
is contained there. Allow me, however, to read one or
two of the most striking from the most eminent of Iher
leaders. I beg you, fello.v-citizens, though they may bt
familiar, not to weary will a few extracts, for these ui
terances are the rallying ciy of millions of men. I hoU
in my hand a speech dehve.ed by a Senator of the Stat«
of New-York, who is to-da.y the most influential publi*
man in this Union, on whuse words millions hang, an!
by whose direction millions move. Is this the Coustitii-
tion and Union that our fathers founded ?

Last year, in a speech delivered at Rochester, that
gentleman uttered the following language :

" Our country is a theatre which exhibits, in full operation
two radically dilferent political systems ; the one resting o»
the basis of servile or slave labor, the other on the basis ot
voluntary labor of freemen.

" The two systems are at once perceived to be incongruous.
But they are more than incongruous. They are incompat-
ible. They never have permanently existed together m one
country, and they never can.

" Hitherto the two systems have existed in different States
but side by side within the American Union. This has hap-
pened because the Union is a confederation of States. But on
another aspect the United States constitute only one nation.
Increase of population which is filling the States out to their
very borders, together with a new and extended net-work of
railroads and other avenues, and an internal commerce wliich
daily becomes more intimate, is rapidly bringing tivi States
into a higher and more perfect social unity or consolidation.
Thus these antagonistic systems are constitutionally coming
into close contact and colhsion results."

Yes, " collision ensues," and his prophecy v.-as ful-
filled in less than twelve months after it was made.

" Shall I tell you what this collision means ? It is an irre-
pressible conflict between opposing and enduring forces ; and
it means that the United States must and will, sooner or later,
become entirely a slaveholding nation, or entirely a free-labor
ualiou. Either the cotton and rice lields of South Carolina,
and the sugar plantations of Louisiana will ultimately be tilled
by free labor, and Charleston and New-Orleans become marts
for legitimate merchandise alone ; or else the rye-Celds and
wheat-lields »f Massachusetts and New-York must again be
surrendered by their farmers to slave culture, and to the pro-
duction of slaves, and Boston and New-Y'ork become once
more markets for trade in the bodies and souls of men. It is
the failure to apprehend this great trulh that induces so rnany
unsuccessful attempts at final compromise between tlie Slave
and Free States, and it is the existence of this great fact that
renders all such pretended compromises, when made vain
and ephemeral."

'

These things would have no consequence if they were
the individual opinions of their author, but they are the
opinions of a large and formidable and growing party in
this Union

; of a party that now claims a majority in" the
House of Representatives, and which looks, at no very
distant day, to have a majority in the Senate. I ask
you if that was the Union formed by our fathers ? Did
they anticipate such a political party would arise to de-
clare that there " is an irrepressible conflict between op-
posing and enduring forces " in the United States?

It is not my purpose to characterize or stigmatize this
doctrine now, but to set forth what we are to expect and
what we are to meet.
At a later period, in the Senate of the United States,

that same distinguished Senator uttered the following
language, (I well remember the occasion and the
speech :)

" A free Republican Government like this, notwithstanding
all its constitutional -checks, cannot long resist and counieracl
the progress of society."

They don't expect the provisions of the Constitution
and its checks to prevent them from taking their onward
progress. Indeed, they have a facility of construing
that instrument, which makes it as dust in the balance.
They construe it to authorize them not to return fugitive
slaves ; to authorize them to make a war upon one half
of the nation. There is no provision of the Constitution
which has stood in their way as to any right of ours
that we have claimed upon this great question. Not
only did he announce in the Senate of the United Stat«e,
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that constitutional checks cannot stand for any time
against the progress of JN'orthern opinion, but,

"Free labor," says Mr. Seward, " has at last apprehended
its rights and its desiiny, and is or^aniziag itself to assume the
governmeut ol the Kepublic. li will henceforth meet you
'joldly aad resolutely here (Washington ;) it will meet you
everywhere, in the Xerritories and out of Lhrira, wherever you
may go to extend Slavery. It has driven you back in Califor-
nia and in Kansas ; it will invade you soon in Delaware,
Itarylaml, Virginia, Missouri and Texas. It will meet you in
Arizona, in Central .•Vmerica, and even In Cuba."

Not content with confining it to the Territories, he
adds:
" Tou may, indeed, get a start under or near the tropics,

and seem safe for a time, but it will be only a short time,
Even there you will found States only for free labor to main-
tain and occupy. The interest of the white race demands the
ultimata emancipation of all men. Whether that consumma-
tion shall be allowed to lake etl'ect, with needful and wise pre-
cautions: against sudden change and disaster, or be hurried on
by violence, is all that remains for you to decide. The white
Laan needs this continent to labor upon. Hi-i head is clear, his
arm is strong, and his necessaries are fixed. It is for your-
selves and not for us to decide how long and through what
further mortifications and disasters the contest shall be pro-
tracted, before freedom shall enjoy her already assured
triumph 1 You may refuse to yield it now, and for a short
period, but your refusal will only animate the friends of free-
dom with the courage and the resolution, and produce the
union among them, which alone are necessary on their part,
to attain the position itself, simultaneously with the impending
overthrow of t)ie excituig i''ederal Administration, and tlie

Constitution of a new and more independent Congress,"—and
they think they have that Congress.

I tell you again, fellow-citizens, this is not the opinion
of Mr. Skward alone. It is Mr. Skward and, with one
or two exceptions, the other Republican Senators in the
Senate of the United States, and nine-tenths of the
Republican members of the House of Representatives.
Could that language have been uttered with impunity or
been sustained at the epoch of 1779, when the Constitu-
tion was formed ? Did not the Constitution languish and
st»p just because there was some question about insert-

ing these checks about the institution of the Southern
States: ? Were they not put into the Constitution by the
great men who formed it, and are not all the citizens of
all the States bound to respect the relations that exist

between them, and to give the Southern States peace in

this Union ? How do you receive the declaration that
there is an iiTepressible conflict wagiug-^tliat there shall

be no peace ? I'here is no use attempting to turf over
the volcpno, there is no use crymg peace when there is

no peace. It is the avowed purpose of the Repubhcan
party to agitate, agitate ; to overturn the Constitution
itself, until they succeed not only in drawing a cordon
around you, and shutting you within your present limits,

but to put you in a position where you v/ere about, for

peace sake, to emancipate your slaves.

Well might we say, as was once said in France,
" Oh, Constitution ! what crimes are committed in thy
sacred name !"

helper's crisis.

But, gentlemen, I hold in my hand another book,
which is of no consequence as the opinions of its indivi-

dual author, but is of consequence as indorsed by the
distinguished geutleman from whose productions 1 have
read, and as indorsed also by sixty-eight or nine Repub-
licans of the House of Representatives, who represent a
constituency of seven millions of people. This, then,
may be considered as the declaration of near seven
millions of men. What is it ? It is a book called the
"Impending Ciisis of the South," by a pei'son called
Helper, who professes to be a North Carolinian. Whether
he is or not I am unable to say. (I will read very little,

gentlemen.) In this book, thus indoi'sed by nearly
seventy members of the House of Representatives,
representing nearly seven millions of the people, this

sentiment is declared

:

The slaveholding oligarchy say we cannot abolish

Slavery without infringing on the right of property.
Again we tell them we do not recognize property in

men.
But the Constitution does ; the bond of our Union

does, and the Supreme Court of the United Stales has
decided that it does. Our fathers so considered it. It

has been so admitted all the time, until the apostles of

the new doctrine spoke. At another point he says :

For the services of the blacks from the 20th of August,

1620, up to the 4th of July, 1SC9—an interval of precisely

two hundred and forty-eight years, ten moutiis and
fourteen days—their masters, if nnwilling, ouglit, in our
judgment, to be compelled to grant them their freedom,
<>_nd to pay each and every one of them at least sixty

dollars cash in hand.
He goes on to remark that it would only take two

crops of cotton, and a trifle over, to do it. That was
indorsed, I tell you again, by sixty-eight or sixty-nine
members of the House of Representatives, and the very
gentleman who they are running for Speaker of that
body indoi'sed it. It is true, his friends say that he
indorsed it without having read it. Admit that to be
true, he has again and again, when called upon, refused
to disavow those sentiments, hence the excuse is paltry.

harper's ferry.

That is the condition of affairs, and that is the con-
dition of the Republican organization of this country,
if any reliance is to be placed in their record, in their
declarations, in their public attitude, in the attitude
which they defiantly assume before the country. Their
puipose is to make war, eternal war, upon the institu-

tions of one half of the States of the Union. Gradually
we approach the crisis until at last is not the legitimate
result of the inepressible conflict of which they speak,
of the crime of which they say we are guilty, to put
down these reUcs of barbaiism? The ignorant and
fanatical throw otf the obligations of the Constitution
and invade by violence the Southern States of the
Union, and although I am far from holding the Repub-
lican party of the .N'orlh, or any large portion of them,
responsible for the late atrocious proceedings in Vir-
ginia, I do say tliat that proceeding was the carrying
out of the logical result of their teachings—carrying it

into execution. How did they receive it? Why gentle-
men, the coiiservative portion of the North abhors it

;

but, in the Senate and House, in the great body of their
public press, what do they say of it ? That they regret
it—they deplore it—they even condemn it—they say,
because it was against law, and they stand for law.
These are the honeyed and quaUfled phrases with which
they characterize the most atrocious act of treason,
rapine, and murder combined, that was ever known iu

the Republic, and then, as though afraid of what they
have said, they immediately go on to eulogize the man
and his motives, much as they regret the act.

A VOLLEY OF COMPLAININGS.

Gentlemen, have we no complaints in other respects ?

Are lan-s passed for the purpose of punishing those who
make inroads into the border States and rob us of our
properly ? Suppose a Kentuckian should go into the
State of Ohio and rob a citizen of that btate, does any
one doubt that we would pass a law to punish him and
to prevent the recurrence of the outrage? So far from
this being their course, they are encouraged, and we are
subject to constant secret predatory incursions by which
we lose annually hundreds of thousands of dollars,

these people availing themselves of tlie bond of amity
between us, to perpetrate the outrage.
That is not all ! About one half of the Northern

States have passed laws and made it a criminal and
penal offence for their citizens to give any assistance in

the rendition of fugitive slaves. Massachusetts has
passed laws closing her jails to us, and maliiug it a penal
offence to aid in the enforcement of the Fugitive Slave
law, or to appear as council to try sucir a case, thus
nullifying the laws of Congress, and of the United
States, distinctly, and some seven or eight Slates have
passed similar laws refusing all remedy and making it

penal in their citizens to obey the behests of the Consti-
tution.

I have not uttered these things for the purpose of
arousing any spirit of disloyalty to the Constitution and
the Union. I hope I love them as reverently as any man
witliin the sound of my voice, but let us look and see the

facts as they are. What may be set down as the un-
questioned purpose of this oi-ganization ? It is avowed
that it is to exclude all and any Slave States from the
Union hereafter. It is to give us no fugitive slave law,
declaring that the States under the Constitution must
provide for that, and then to give no remedy in the
States ; it is to pass no laws for the purpose of prevent-
ing the robbeiy of our property but, on the contrary,
in many Slates to make it penal to enforce the law ; it

is to abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia ; to

abolish the internal slave-trade and the coastwise slave-

trade, and then to agitate and agitate, giving us no
peace as long as we retain this ' relic of barbarism "

and crune, as they call it.

This is the purpose. Are you ready for it? Are you
ready to say we will make no stand in any form for

your Constitutional rights? I think you are not! Yet
that is the present condition of affairs—but what are we
to do?

PRACTICAL REMEDIES.

I know they will consider the consequences, and care-

fully consider the consequences of any serious coUisiona
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In this Union. I know we duly appreciate the position
of our own State, not only a border State, but an in-

terior border Stale having no ocean outlet. I Icnow that
we have read history to some purpose, and that we have
8een what have been the consequences of the disruption
of amicable relations between those who have banded
themselves together as a confederation of States. We
need but go baclc and see the consequence upon the
Ureelvs when they carried on the Peloponnesian war,
until at last exhausted, they fell into ttie lap of des-
potism Tlie same fate might meet us. What would be
our condition? War! War! Inevitable war, in all

human probability, would be our position, and then in

tiiue we might be driven into degrading alliances with
foreign powers—the most degrading position for Ameri-
cun citizens.

Then the spectacle would be presented of America fall-

in;; back under the control of Europe, and American lib-

eny sinking down under European despotism. Besides
tliia, could we ever hope that a fairer state of things would
arise ? Could we ever hope that I'rovidence itself would
ever exercise its omnipotent power to create a State, or
Union of States, under more favorable auspices than in
these ? Would it not be worse than impiety itself, to pre-
sume that the Almighty would ever attempt to sustain a
confederation of Free States under circumstances more
bright or favorable than in our system ? I know that the
State of Kentucky is devoted to the Union, not only be-
cause of her interests, but from that feeling of affection
and of loyalty, and that sentiment of love that have
always marked her people from the earliest period of her
history. I do not believe there is a man under the sound
of my voice who would not view as the last, the greatest
of all evils, the wreck of the Union. I do not believe
there is the man in the State that would compete to enjoy
the highest honors within the State, purchased at such a
price.

WHAT IS TO BE DONE.

At the same time steps must be taken, something must
be done. I do not believe that if the Constitution is al-

lowed to remain permanently violated in its important pro-
visions, we can have hope under it. None whatever !

Urokeu in one particular, it will soon fall to pieces in all.

I recollect when I was a boy, to have read that great
speech of Demosthenes, for the crown, where the real
question at issue was the charge that he was the author
of tlie pujjlic misfortunes, because he had advised the
Crreeks to make a last stand for theu* country, against
Pliilip of llacedou. lie was arraigned, and on trial an<l
in liis great defence, he says :

" What, though we did fail ?

We (lid our duty. We responded in the temper and char-
acter of our forefathers." The result is such as God gives
to each ; and even those degenerate Greeks acquitted
him, and crowned the world's great orator as a benefac-
tor

; debased as they were in national character, they did
tills, and from that day have never known or read of the
success of him who would be deterred from the assertion
of fundamental rights for fear of offence.

Crentlemen, the condition of affairs existing here, and
e.Kisting generally, I am happy to say, throughout the
Commonwealth of Kentucky, is not a fair indication of the
feeling in many parts of the Union. I have seen the evi-
dence growing within a few years, and culminating during
the last few weeks, of a determined purpose in the South
to attain and maintain the complete power in Union, and
I have seen, upon the other hand, iu the representatives
of the lower Southern States, a most resolute and deter-
nuned_ spu-it of resistance. The representatives from
Georgia—from Alabama—from South Carolina—from Mis-
sissippi, not to speak of other Southern States, say that
tliey represent their constituents—nay, say that they do
not go so far as their constituents, and they declare that
they are ready at any moment for a separate organization.
God_ forbid that such a tiling should take place. God
forbid the overt act should ever be done ; but we know
enough of our political institutions, that when once done
tlie subject becomes involved in iuexphcable distress. If
one were to fall upon Washington and see the state of
feeling there, he would tliink that the President of your
country was the Executive of two hostile countries. The
feeling of alienation seems to be almost complete from the
expression of the public press and pubUc men. (I mean
not your inflammatory, furious speakers, but men of
thought and reflection.) They are alarmed, other men are
alarmed, we all are alarmed. It is not a craven fear, but
il is the ennobled fear that patriots feel for an imperilled
country. Suppose this should occur—do you not remem-
ber, in 1S32 when South Carohna arrayed herself against
t*i'.' Federal Government, upon a mere question of policy
connected with the collection of taxes, that it did shake
tlie Union to its centre. Such is the nature of our system,
ii\-ii it dill shake the Union to the very centre. What were

the circumstances then ? Andrew Jackson was President
ol the United States, and he was a native of South Caro-
lina; the quesliim was a mere question of jiolicy ; few of
the other Status sympathized with the movement of that
Uttle State. Henry Clay was alive, and Calhoun was ready
to give tlie beneUt of his influence to peace and harmony,
and yet that little question, when Jackson, a native son of
that State, was President, and Clay and Calhoun were ia
the Senate, brought on a struggle that shook this Union to
its centre, and imperilled it in the estimation of the wisent
and best of men. Look at it as it may be, with disaffection,
spread all over the Soutli, with a very different state of
feelings iu the North to what existed then, witii Clay dead,
and Calhoun dead, and none to take their places, with
such a man as Seward, not only not native, but hostile to
the South, in the Chair of State. Cannot a child read the
result? Cannot we see that one State falling away, our
Union wiU be like an arch with two or three stones dropped
out, the whole fabric may fall in pieces.

These are facts which It becomes the people of Ken-
tucky, with all their loyalty to the Union, to observe, to
know, to see, to think of, and then to act upon, with the
dignity and hioderation which marks and so well becomes
tliem.

But, gentlemen, what is the mode that occurs to any man
—because no man, I take it, in Kentucky, will back on
this subject, except as a friend of the Union of the States
—what is the mode ? I see none, except it be the union
of all the conservative elements of the country. North and
South. The South must tirst be united, and I am sure she
will, for I take it there is not a citizen of Kentucky that
would associate himself with an organization whose march
to triumph would be over the ruins of our rights.

MEXD Oail MANNEaS DOWN BOOTH.
Ought we not first to put ourselves right in Court ?

Some little there is to complain of us. 1 say to you, in

my opinion, those who appeal to the Constitution and
the laws should obey the Constitution and the laws. I

would have the South, if I might venture, as one of her
humblest but truebt sons, to advise her to obey the laws
of our country. ^.4pplause.) I would have the South
first obey the laws of the Union which prohibit the for-

eign slave-trade. (Apjilause.) That is the law of the
laud. It rests not with us to complain of the violatioa
of law by others, when in a portion of our Slates the citi-

zens viulate the laws themselves. Let us frown down
any attempt to violate those laws upon the i^art of our
States. Let us do more. Let us do more, by preventing
the fitting out of filibustering expeditions upon our
shores, to invade feeble sister countries. That is the law,
and we live by the Constitution and the law, and let us
obey it, and whatever expansion of territory we make,
let us make it in a manner becoming the dignity of this

glorious Confederacy under our own flag. Then let us
call to our aid the pure elements of conservatism and
truth that we can find in the northern States. What aie
they ? I did not intend to introduce any partj' question
to-night, but the largest organization I see is the Demo-
cratic Party of the North. As a historical fact, it is un-
disputed ; as a current fact of the day, it is undisputed,
that you do not find these declarations of hostility issu-

ing from the Northern Democracy
; you do not find these

attempts to overturn the laws coming from Democratic
sources

;
you do not find these denunciations of you and

your institutions coming from Democratic Ups and Demo-
cratic Presses. On the contrary, you find them at

home, and in most cases in the minority, sustaining wiiu
unfaltering courage your rights and institutions, at odds
and risks that you little think of.

I want them all. We need them aU. We need every
Southern State, and every honest man everywhere not
willing to enter into the crusade against us.

There is another element North, not large but noble
and true. They are the scattered and wandering cohorts

of the old Whig party, who have refused to alloy them-
selves with the ilepublicans of the North—men of whom
Everett and Choate and others are illustrious examples.
There are thousands of them in the Northern States.

When this great crisis comes upon us, I have confidence

that men like these will be found to unite with the Demo-
cratic party in maintaining the laws and the Constitution.

These are the elements upon which we are to rely.

When you get them together, let us see if there cannot
be a general revolt of the inteUigence, virtue, and loyal-

ty of the country, against these pernicious ismji, and if

not, let us see how far these pernicious Uiii^ control so-

ciety.

Besides these, there are many thousands of men iu tl>e

Northern States who, silent, are not heard in the midst of

the clamor that surrounds them—men who seldom attend the

polls. Let us hope that that feeling will be in our favor.

Feilow-citiseiu, I hare uttered these things because i
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believe we are standing to-day not In the presence of

spectres and shadows, but in the presence of tenuble reali-

ties. There is a mode by which we can have peace—

a

permanent peace—and that is by an utter and absolute

•urrender of all our rights upon the subjrict to whicli I have
referred, at the call of this Republican Party. If we do
not make tliis surrender, we will have no peace until the

Republican Party is destroyed, which can only be done by
producing a reaction upon the public mind of the North.

As it is, without oui' being aware of it, things are getting

worse every day. I had almost intended to say, that we
were absolutely dissolving month by month, and year by
year. I see no mode—wiser men than I see no mode to

avoid this, except to produce a reaction in the public mind,
and to bring up sharply, in some form, the question. Can
we not, North and South, live in peace with our several
State institutions, after the manner of our fathers ? For
myself, I yet believe in, and I have an abounding hope of,

the ultimate destiny of our common country. I believe a
reaction will take place ; and I believe that out of this com-
motion is destined to come for us an era of tranquillity

and peace. Of tliis I am quite certain, that this Common-
wealth of Kentucky will pursue a course answerable to her

character and history ; she wi'J stand by the union of tne

States as long as there is h ihread of tue Constitution V
hold it together. We know that if madness, and folly, aiid

fanaticism sliall succeed in teariu? down llie fairest fabri*?

ever erected to liberty among men—we know that ou'

honored State will conduct herself with so much modera-
tion and prudence that she sliall stand justified for liei

acts before men and in the eye of Heaven.
Fellow-citizens, 1 do not propose to detain you by more

extended observations. I have trespassed too far upon
your time already. I think, if you wiU allow me to say so,

that I know something of the temper, and spirit, and inte-

rest of this people ; and, as far as my humble abihties ex-

tend, I propose, in the sphere to which you have devoted

me, to serve you with all the fidehty of a grateful heart.

At all times, and under all circumstances, I owe my alle-

giance to the State, and I am ready, and willing, and anx-

ious to devote whatever faculties of mind and body I pos-

sess to serve you, and to serve you with the uncalculating

devotion of a man who loves the gi-een mountains and
smiling plains, the clear running streams and the generous
people of the State, and with one who loves all her infirmi-

ties with the affection of a son.

KANSAS-THE MORMONS-SLAVERY.

SPEECH OE SENATOR DOUGLAS.

Delivered at Springfield, III., June 12, 185T.

Mr. PEESibENT, Ladiks and Gentlemen: I appear
before you to-night, at the request of the grand jury in

attendance upon the United States Court, for the pur-

pose of submitting my views upon certain topics upon
which they have expressed a desire to hear my opinion.

It was not my purpose when I arrived among you, to

have engaged in any public or political discussion ; but
when called upon by a body of gentlemen so intelligent

and respectable, coming from all parts of the State, and
connected with the administration of public justice, I do
not feel at liberty to withhold a full and frank expres-

sion of my opinion upon the subjects to which they have
referred, and which now engrosses so large a share of

the public attention.

The points which I am requested to discuss are :

1st. The present condition and prospects of Kansas.
2d. The principles affirmed by the Supreme Court of

the United States in the Dred Scott case.

8d. The condition of things in Utah, and the appropri-
ate remedies for existing evils.

KANSAS.

Of the Kansas question but little need be said at the
present time. Vou are familiar with the history of the

question, and my connection with it. Subsequent re-

flection has strengthened and confirmed my convictions

in the soundness of the principles and the correctness of
the course I have felt it my duty to pursue upon that

subject. Kansas is about to speak for herself through
her delegates assembled in Convention to form a Consti-

tution, preparatory to her admission into the Union on
an equal footing with the original States. Peace and
prosperity now prevail throughout her borders. The
law under which her delegates are about to be elected,

is believed to be just and fair in all its objects and pro-

visions. There is every reason to hope and believe that

the law will be fairly interpreted and impartially exe-

cuted, so as to insure to every bona fide inhabitant the
free and quiet exercise of the elective franchise. If any
portion of the inhabitants, acting under the advice of

political leaders in distant States, shall choose to absent
themselves from the polls, and withhold their votes, with

a view of leaving the Free State Democrats in a minority,

and thus securing a Pro-Slavery Constitution in opposi-

tion to the wishes of a majority of the people living

under it, let the responsibility rest on those who, for

partisan purposes, will sacrifice the principles they pro-

fess to cherish and promote. Upon them, and upon the

political party for whose benefit and under the direction

of whose leaders they act, let the blame be visited of

fastening upon the people of a new State, institutions

repugnant to their feeUngs and in violation of their

wishes. The oi-ganic act secures to the people of Kansas
the sole and exclusive right of forming and regulating

their domestic institutions to suit themselves, subject to

no other limitation than that which the Constitution of

the United States imposes. The Democratic party is

determined to see the great fundamental principles of

the organic act carried out in good faith. The present
election law in Kansas is acknowledged to be fair and
just—the rights of the voters are clearly defined—and
the exercise of those rights will be efficiently and scru-

pulously protected. Hence, if the majority of the
people of Kansas desire to have it a Free State (and we
ai'e told by the Republican party that nine-tenths of the

people of that Territory are Free State men), there is no
obstacle in the way of bringing Kansas into the Union
as a Free State, by the votes and voice of her own peo-
ple, and in conformity with the principles of the Kansas-
Nebraska act ;

provided all the Free State men will go
to the polls, and vote their principles in accordance with
their'professions. If such is not the result let the conse-

quences be visited upon the heads of those whose policy

it is to produce strife, anarchy and bloodshed in Kansas,
that their party may profit by Slavery agitation in the

Northern States of this Union. That the Democrats in

Kansas will perform their duty fearlessly and nobly,

according to the principle they cherish, I have no doubt,

and that the result of the struggle will be such as will

gladden the heart and strengthen the hopes of every
friend of the Union, I have entire confidence.

The Kansas question being settled peacefully and satis-

factorily, in accordance witli the wishes of her own people,

Slavery agitation should be banished from the halls of

Congress, and cease to be an exciting element in our
political struggles. Give fair play to that principle of

self-government whicli recognizes the right of the people

of each State and Territory, to form and regulate their

own domestic institutions, and sectional strife will be

forced to give place to that fraternal feeUng which

animated the fathers of the Revolution, and made every

citizen of every State of this glorious confederacy a mem-
ber of a common brotherhood.
That we are steadily and rapidly approaching that re-

sult, I cannot doubt, for the Slavery issue has already

dwindled down to the narrow limits covered by the

decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States in tho

Dred Scott case. The moment that decision was pro-
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nounced, and before tha opinions of the Court could be

published and read by the people, the newspaper press in

the iuterest of a powerful political party In this country,

began to pour forth torrents of abuse and misrepresenta-

tions, not only upon the decision, but upon the cliaracter

and motives of the venerable Chief Justice and his illus-

trious associates on the bench. The character of Chief

Justice Taney and the associate Judges who concurred
with him, require no eulogy—no vindication from me.

They are endeared to the people of the United States by

their eminent public services—venerated for their great

learning, wisdom and experience—and beloved for the

spotless purity o-f their characters and their exemplary
lives. The poisonous shafts of partisan malice will fall

harmless at their feet, wiiile their judicial decisions will

stand in all future time, a proud monument to their great-

ness, the admiration of the good and wise, and a rebuke

to the partisans of faction and lawless violence. If,

unfortunately, any considerable portion of the people of

the United States shall so far forget their obligations to

society as to allow partisan leaders to array them in

violent resistance to the final decision of the highest

judicial tribunal on earth, it will become the duty of all

the friends of order and constitutional government, with-

out reference to past political differences, to organize

themselves and marshal their forces under the glorious

banner of the Union, in vindication of the Constitution

and the supremacy of the laws over the advocates of

faction and the champions of violence. To preserve the

Constitution inviolate, and vindicate the supremacy of

the laws, is the first and highest duty of every citizen of a
free Republic. The peculiar merit of our form of govern-
ment over alt others, consists in the fact that the law,

instead of the arbitrary will of a hereditary prince, pre-

scribes, defines and protects all our rights. In this

country the law is the will of the people, embodied and
expressed according to the forms of the Constitution.

The Courts are the tribunals prescribed by the Constitu-

tion, and created by the authority of the people to deter-

mine, expound and enforce the law. Hence, whoever
resists the final decision of the highest judicial tribunal,

aims a deadly blow to our whole republican system of

government—a blow which, if successful, would place all

our rights and liberties at tiie mercy of passion, anarchy
and violence. I repeat, therefore, that if resistance to

the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States,

in a matter like the points decided in the Dred Scott case,

clearly within their jurisdiction as defined by the Con-
stitution, shall be forced upon the country as a political

issue, it will become a distinct and naked issue between
the friends and the enemies of the Constitution—the

friends and the enemies of the supremacy of the laws.

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION.

The case of Dred Scott was an action of trespass, vi et

arinis, in the Circuit Court of the United States for the
District of Missouri, for the purpose of establishing his

claim to be a free man, and was taken by writ of error
on the application of Scott to the Supreme Court of the
United States, where the final decision was pronounced
by Chief Justice Taney. The facts of the case were
agreed upon and admitted to be true by both parties,

and were in substance, that Dred Scott was a negro slave
in Missouri, that he went with his master, who was an
officer in the army, to Fort Armstrong, on Rock Island,

and thence to Fort Snelling on the west bank of the Mis-
sissippi River, and within the' country covered by the act
of Congress known as the Missouri Compromise : and then
he reaccompanied his master to the State of Missouri,

where he has since remained a slave. Upon this state-

ment of facts two important and material questions arose,

besides several incidental and minor ones, which it was
incumbent upon the Court to take notice of and decide.
The Court did not attempt to avoid responsibility by dis-

posing of the case upon technical points without touch-
ing the merits, nor did they go out of their way to decide
questions not properly before them and directly present-
ed by the record. Like honest and conscientious judges,
as they are, they met and decided each point as it arose,

and faithfully performed their whole duty and nothing
but their duty to the country by determining all the
questions in the case, and nothing but what was essen-

tial to the decision of the case upon its merits. The State
Courts of Missouri had decided against Dred Scott, and
declared him and his children slaves, and the Circuit
Court of the United States for the district of Missouri
had decided the same thing in this very case which had
thus been removed to the Supreme Court of the United
States by Scott, with the hope of reversing the decision
of the Circuit Court and securing his freedom. If the
Supreme Court had dismissed the writ of error for want
of jur.sdiction, without first examining into and deciding

the merits of the case, as they are now denounced and
abused for not having don /, the result would have been
to remand Dred Scott and his children to perpetual
Slavery under the decis'ons which had already been
pronounced by the Supreme Court of Missouri, as well
as by the Circuit Court of the United States, withe ut
obtaining a decision on the merits of his case by the Su-
preme Court of the United States. Suppose Chief Jus-
tice Taney and his associates had thus remanded Dre«
Scott and his children back to Slavery on a plea i^
abatement or any mere technical point, not touching th^
merits of the question, and without deciding whethe?
under the Constitution and laws as applied to the facts of
the case Dred Scott was a free man or a slave, would they
not have been denounced with increased virulence and
bitterness on the charge of having remanded Dred
Scott to perpetual Slavery without first examining the
merits of his case and ascertaining whether he was a
slave or not ?

If the case had been disposed of in that way, who can
doubt that such would have been the character of the de-
nunciations which would have been hurled upon the
devoted heads of those illustrious Judges with much
more plausibility and show of fairness than they are now
denounced for having decided the case fairly and hon-
estly upon its merits?
The material and controlling points of the case—those

which have been made the subject of unmeasured abuse
and denunciation—may be thus stated :

1. The Court decided that under the Constitution of thr
United States a negro descended from slave parents is

not and cannot be a citizen of the United States.
2. That the act of the 6th of March, 1820, commonly

called the Missouri Compromise act, was unconstitutional
and void before it was repealed by the Nebraska act, and
consequently did not and could not have the legal effect
of extinguishing a master's right to his slave in that
Territory. While the right continues in full force under
the guaranty of the Constitution, and cannot be liivested
or aliefiated by an act of Congress, it necessarily remain:
a barren and a worthless rignt, unless sustained, pro-
tected and enforced by appropriate police regulations and
local legislation, prescribing adequate remedies for its

violation. These regulations and remedies must necessa-
rily depend entirely upon the will and wishes of- the
people of the Territory, as they can only be prescribed by
the local Legislatures. Hence the great principle of
popular sovereignty and self-government is sustained
and firmly established by the authority of this decision.
Thus it appears that the only sin involved in the passage
of the Kansas-Nebraska act consists in the fact of having
removed from the statute-book an act of Congress which
was unauthorized by the Constitution of the United
States, and void because passed without constitutional
authority, and constituted in lieu of it the great funda-
mental principle of self-government, which recognizes the
rights of the people of such State and Territory to control
their own domestic concerns.

I will direct attention to the question involved in the
first proposition, to wit : That the negro is not and can-
not be a citizen of the United States.
We are told Ijy a certain political organization that

that decision is cruel— is inhuman and infamous, and
should neither be respected nor obeyed. What is the
objection to that decision? Simply that the negro is not
a citizen. What is the object of making liim a citizen ?

Of course to give him the rights, privileges and immuni-
ties of a citizen, it being the great fundamental law in

our Government, that under the law, citizens are equal in

their rights and privileges. It is said to bt inhuman—lo

be infamous—to deprive an African negro of these privi-

leges of citizenship, which would put hini on an equality
with the other citizens of the couuuy
Now, let me ask my fellow-citizens, are you prepared to

resist the constituted authorities of this country, in order
to secure citizenship, and, through citizenship, equality
with the white man. (Voices, " No ! no !" If you are, you
must reverse the whole policy of this State—the organic Ian

of our own State. In order to carry out that principle of

negro citizenship and negro equality undc'r the law, you
must not only reverse the organic law in our own State^

but of every other State in this Union. But you have nol

accomplished it then
;
you must make furious war upon

the slaveholding States, to compel them to emancipate and
set at Uberty their three milUons of slaves. AVhen that

shall be done, before you have secured that great princi-

ple of equality to the son of Africa, you must strike out

of the constitution of Illinois that provision which prevents

a negro, whether free or slave, from crossing the Ohio oi

the Mississippi, and coming into Illinois to reside. Wheti
you shall have made that change iu our organic law, and
turned loose all the Africans that may choose to come
from the slaveholding States to settle upon our prairies.
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and turn IHinois into a negro colony, rather than into a

State of white men, still you have not secured to the negro

the rights of citizenship on an equality with the white man.

You must then strike the word " white" out of the consti-

tution of our own State, and allow the negro to come to

our polls and vote on an eqU Hity with yourselves. You
must also change the Constitution in mat respect that de-

clares, that a negro shall not be eligible to office, and de-

clare that a negro shall be eligible to your Legislature, to

the bar, bench, and gubernatorial chair. And still you
have not reached that point to which we are told we must
go, of placing the negro on an equality with other citizens.

You must admit him to the jury-box, and license him by

law to marry a white woman. And then you will have
secured nearly all the privileges that the decision of the

Supreme Court has denied him. (Applause.)

I submit to you, fellow-citizens, whether any man can
' pronounce tlie decision inhuman and infamous, without

resorting to that great principle, which, carried out,

puts the negro on an equality with other citizens. But
listen to the speeches of any one of those who sympathize

so much with the poor African that they are not willing to

allow liim to occupy an inferior position, and you will find

that they all adhere to the position of negro equality. For

instance, did you ever hear any of them make a public

speech in which he did not quote the Declaration of Inde-

pendence, that " we hold all men are born free and equal,"

and then appeal to you to know whether Slavery could be

justified or palliated by any man who believed in the De-

claration of Independence. Do they not argue that by
t;iis instrument negroes were declared to be born equal to

white men ; and hence, any man who is opposed to carry-

ing out that great dear principle of theirs, * of negro

equality with the white man, is opposed to the Declaration

of Independence.
Now, my friends, permit me to reply to this assumption,

that the Declaration of Independence declared the negro

to be equal with white men, by a few historical facts re-

corded in our school-books, and familiar to our children.

By reference to the History of the United States, you will

find that on the Fourth of July, 1776, when the Declara-

tion of Independence was put forth, the thirteen colonies

were then, each and all of them, slaveholding colonies.

Each signer of the Declaration, without an exception, re-

presented a slaveholding constituency. Every battle of

the Revolutionary War, from Lexington and Bunker Hill

to King's Mountain and Yorktown, was fought in a slave-

holding constituency. The treaty of peace with Great
Britain wliich acknowledged our independence, was made
on the part of Great Britain on the one side and the thir-

teen original slaveholding States on the other. Passing

from that to the formation of the Constitution of the

United States, you will find that instrument was framed,
and adopted, and put into operation with the immortal
Wasliingtou at the head, by twelve slaveholding States

and one free State, or one State about to become free. In
view of these facts, I submit to you whether any sane man
can assert that the founders of our institutions intended to

put the negro and the white man on^n equality in the sys-

tem of government which they adopted ? If the signers of the

Declaration had intended to declare the negro equal to the

white man, would not they, on that very day, have abolished

Slavery in every one of the States of the Union in order to

have conformed to that Declaration ? If any one of these

States had thus understood the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, would not that State then immediately have abol-

ished Slavery, and put the negro on an equality with the

white man in conformity with that Declaration ? Did they

do so ? I have already shown you that no one of those

States abolished Slavery during the whole period of the

Revolutionary war. I have already stated, and I challenge

contradiction, that to this day no one of them has put
the negro on an equality with the white man in all the

laws touching on the relations of life. And yet, if they
honestly believed the Declaration of Independence meant
negroes as well as white men, they were bound to advocate
every law so as to carry out their principle. Their posi-

tion on this subject would charge the signers of that De-
claration with hypocrisy in making it to the world, and
going on to fight battles on the principle thus asserted.

But no vindication is needed from me of those immortal
men who drafted, and signed, and proclaimed to the world
the Declaration of Independence. They did what they
professed. They had reference to the white man, and to

him only, when they declared all men were created equal.

Tliey were in a struggle with Great Britain. The principle

thjy were asserting was that a British subject, born on
American soil was equal to a British subject born in Eng-
laud—that a Biitish subject here was entitled to all the

rights, and privileges, and immunities, under the British

Constitution, that a British subject in England enjoyed
;

that their rights were inalienable, and hence that Parlia-

ment, whose power was omuipotcut, liad no power to

alienate them. They did not mean the negroes and In-

dians—they did not say we white men and negioes wer«
born equal ; but they were speaking ol the race of people
who colonized America, who ruled America, and who were
declaring the liberties of Americans, when they proclaimed
the self-evident truth that those men were born free and
equal. And if you will examine the journal of the Conti-

nental Congress you will find this great principle carried

out. No one of the colonies would then consent to the De-
claration of Independence until they had placed on the

record the express reservation, that each colony reserved

and retained to itself the sole and exclusive right of regu-

lating its own domestic concerns and police regulations.

It was made a fundamental condition of the Declaration,

that this right should be forever reserved beyond the

power of Congress or other Confederation or power on
earth, except the free will of their own people. The arti-

cles of confederation were based upon the same great fun-

damental principle, and the Constitution of the United
States was adopted for the purpose of preserving and car-

rying into effect the same grand pi"inciple that made ua

one people for one specified object, but reserved to each
State and each locality the sole and exclusive privilege of

managing its own domestic concerns.

At that day the negro was looked upon as a being of an
infer, or race. All history had proved that in no part of

tlie world, or of the world's history, had the negro ever
shown himself capable of self-government, and it was not
the intention of the founders of this Government to

violate that great law of God, which made the distinction

between the white and the black man. That distinction is

plain and palpable, and it has been the rule of civilization

and of Christianity the world over, that whenever any
one man, or set of men, were incapable of taking care of

themselves, they should consent to be governed by those

who were capable of managing their affairs for them. It

is on that principle that your courts of justice appoint

guardians to take charge of the idiot, the lunatic, the

insane, blind, dumb, the unfortunate, whatever may be his

condition. And if history had proved that the negro race,

as a race, were incapable of self-government, it was not

only the right but the duty of those who were capable to

provide for them. It did not necessarily follow that they

were to be reduced to Slavery. The true principle is that

the inferior race should be allowed to enjoy all their

rights, which their nature is capable of exercising and
enjoying, consistently with the good of society. I would
not advocate that the negro should be treated harshly or

unkindly, i'ar from it. I would extend and secure to

him every right, privilege and immunity he was capable

of enjoying consistent with the highest welfare of society.

The Constitution is founded on that great principle, and
leaves to each State, as the articles of confederation did

to each colony, the right to determine for itself what
these principles were, and the extent of them, in order

that they might adopt their laws to their actual condition.

Under that great provision, Illinois has chosen to say,

that the negro shall not come here to reside—that a negro
shah not vote—shall not hold office—shall not serve in the

jury-box—shall not marry white women—and I think

that the Constitution of Illinois is wisely framed as to this

provision. On the other hand, Kentucky goes further,

and deprives the negro of his right over his person.

Kentucky, under the Constitution, had a right to malie
that provision. We have no right to complain of her,

nor can she complain of us. Each has the right to do at
it pleases, and each must mind its own business and not
interfere with its neighbor's concerns. (Applause.)
Our fathers, when they framed this Government, had

witnessed the sad and melancholy results of the mixture
of the races in Me.xico, South America and Central
America, where the Spanish, from motives of policy, had
admitted the negro and other inferior races to citizenship,

and, consequently, to political and social amalgamation.
The demoralization and degradation which prevailed in

the Spanish and French colonies, where no distinctions on
account of color or race were tolerated, operated as a
warning to our revolutionary fathers to preserve the

purity of the white race, and to establish their political,

social and domestic institutions upon such a basis as

would forever exclude the i<lea of negro citizenship and
negro equality. (Applause.)

. They understood that great natural law which declares

that amalgamation between superior and inferior races

brings tlieir posterity down to the lower level of the infe-

rior, but never elevates them to the high level of the su-

perior race. I appeal to each of those gallant young
men before me, who won immortal glory on the bloody
fields of Mexico, in vindication of their country's right

and honor, whether their information and observation in

that country does not fully sustain the truth of the pro-

position that amalgamatidn is degradation, demoraliza-
tion, disease and death ? Is it true that the legro is our



MR. DOUGLAS' SPRINGFIELD SPEECH. 167

equal and our brother t The history of the times clearly
eliow that our fathers did not regard the African race an
any kin to them, and determined so to lay the foundation
of society and gov«] nment tljat they sljould never be of
kin to their posterity. (Immense applause.)
But, when you confei upon the African race the privi-

leges of citizenship, and put them on an equality with
white men at the polls, in the jury-box, on the bench, in

the Executive chair, and in the councils of the nation,

upon what principle will you deny their equality at tlie

festive board and in the domestic circle ?

The Supreme Court of the United States have decided
that, under the Constitution, a negro is not and cannot
be a citizen.

The Republican Abolition party pronounce that decision
cruel, inhuman and infamous, and appeal to the Ameri-
can people to disregard and refuse to obey it. Let us
join issue with them, and put ourselves upon the country
for trial. (Cheers and applause.)

CONDITION OF AFFAIRS IN UTAH, AND THE
REMEDY.

Mr. President, I will now respond to the call which has
been made upon me for my opinions of the condition of
tilings in Utah, and the ai^propriate remedies for existing
evils.

The Territory of Utah was organized under one of the
acts known as the Compromise Measures of 1S50, on the
supposition that the inhabitants were American citizens,

owing and acknowledging allegiance to the United Slates,

and consequently entitled to the benefits of self-govern-
ment while a Territory, and to admission in the Union
on an equal footing with the original States, as soon as
they sliould number the requisite population. It was
conceded on all hands, and by all parties, that the pecu-
liarities of their rehgious faith and ceremonies interposed
no valid and constitutional objection to their reception
into the Union, in conformity with the Federal Constitu-
tion, so long as they were in all other respects entitled to
admission. Hence, the great political parties of the
country indorsed and approved the Compromise Mea-
sures of ISoO, including the act for the organization of the
Territory of Utah, with the hope and in the confidence
that tlie inhabitants would conform to the Consiitution
and laws, and prove themselves worthy, respectable and
law-abiding citizens. If we are permitted to place cre-

dence in the rumors and reports from tliat country (and
it must be admitted that they have increased and
strengthened and assumed consistency and plausibility by
each successive mail), seven years' experience has dis-

closed a state of facts entirely different from that which
was supposed to exist when Utah was organized. These
rumors and reports would seem to justify the belief that
the following facts are susceptible of proof.

1. That nine-tenths of the inhabitants are aliens by
birth, who have refused to become naturalized, or to

take the oath of allegiance, or to do any other act recog-
nizing the Government of the United States as the para-
mount authority in that Territory.

2. That all the inhabitants, whether native or alien
born, known as Mormons, (and they constitute the whole
people of the Territory), are bound by horrid oaths and
terrible penalties, to recognize and maintain the autho-
rity of Brigham Young, and the government of which he
is the head, as paramount to that of the United States,
in civil as well as in religious affairs ; and that they will,

in due time, and under the direction of their leaders,
use all means in their power to subvert the government
of the United States, and resist its authority.

3. That the Mormon government, with Brigham Young
at its head, is now forming alliance with Indian tribes

in Utah and adjoining territories—stimulating the In-
dians to acts of hostility—and organizing bands of his

own followers under the name of "Danites, or Destroy-
ing Angels," to prosecute a system of robbery and
murders upon American citizens, who support the
authority of the United States, and denounce the in-

famous and disgusting practices and institutions of the
Mormon Government.

If, upon a full investigation, these representations
shall prove true, they will establish the fact that the
Mormon inhabitants of Utah, as a community, are out-
laws and alien enemies, unfit to exercise the right of
self-government under the organic act, and unworthy to

be admitted into the Union as a State, when their only
object in seeking admission is to interpose the sov-
ereignty of the State, as an invincible shield to protect
them in their treason and crime, debauchery and in-

famy. (Applause.

)

Under this view of the subject, 1 think it is the duty
of the President, as I have no doubt it is his fixed pur-
pose to remove Brigham Young and all his followers

from office, and to fill their places with bold, able, and
true men, and to cause a thorough and searching inves-
tigation into all the crimes and enormities which are
alleged to be peri)etrated daily in that Territory, under
the direction of Brigham Young and his confederates
and to use all the military force necessary to protact
the ofticers in the discharge of their duties, and to en-
force the laws of the land. (Applause.)
When the authentic evidence shall arrive, if it shall

establish the facts which are believed to exist, it will be-
come the duty of Congress to apply the knife and 3ut
out this loathsome, disgusting ulcer. (Applause.) No
temporizing policy—no halfway measures will then an-
swer. It has been supposed by those who have not
thought deeply upon the subject, that an act of Con-
gress prohibiting murder, robbery, polygamy, and other
crimes, with appropriate penalties for those offences,
would afford adequate remedies for all the enormities
complained of. Suppose such a law to be on the sta-
tute book, and I believe they have a criminal code, pro-
viding the usual punishment for the entire catalogue of
crimes, according to the usages of all civilized and
Christian countries, with the exception of polygamy,
which is practised under the sanction of the Mormon
Church, but is neither prohibited nor authorized by the
laws of the Territory.

Suppose, I repeat, that Congress should pass a law
prescribing a criminal code, and punishing polygamy
among other offences, what other effect would it have

—

what good would it do ? Would you call on twenty-three
grand jurymen, with twenty-three wives each, to find a
bill of indictment against a poor miserable wretch for

having two wives ? (Cheers and laughter.) Would you
call upon twelve petit jurors, with twelve wives
each, to convict the same loathsome wretch for having
two wives ? (Continued applause. ) Would you expect
a grand jury composed of twenty-three "Danites" to

find a bill of indictment against a brother " Danite " for

having murdered a Gentile, as they call all American
citizens, under their direction? Much less would you
expect a jury of twelve " destroying angels" to find

another "destroying angel" guilty of the crime of mur-
der, and cause him to be hanged for no other offence

than taking the life of a Gentile ? No ! If there is any
truth in the reports we receive from Utah, Congress may
pass whatever laws it chooses ; but you can never rely

upon the local tribunals and juries to punish Ciinies com-
mitted by Mormons in that Territory. Some other and
more effectual remedy must be devised and applied. In
my opinion, the first step should be the absolute and
unconditional repeal of the organic act—blotting the
Territorial Government out of existence — upon tiie

ground that they are < utlaws, denying their allegiance

and defying the authorities of the United States. Um-
mense applause.)
The Territorial Government once abolished, the coun-

try would revert to its piimitive condition pricr to the

act of 1S50, " under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction

of the United States," and should be placed under the

operation of the act of Congress of the 80th of April,

IJyO, and the various acts supplemental thereto and
amendatory thereof, " providing for the punishment of

crimes against the United States within any fort, arsenal
dockyard, magazine, or any other place ok district

OF Country, undkr thk sole and exclusive juiisdio-
Uoii of the United tStates." All offenses against the

provisions of these acts are required by law to be tried

and punished by the United States Courts in the States

or Territories where the offenders shall be "first appre-
HKNDKD OR BttooGHT FOR TRIAL." Thus it will be Seen
that under the plan proposed, Brigham Young and his

confederates could be " apprehended and brought for

trial," to Iowa or Missouri, California or Oregon, or to

any other adjacent State or Teiritory, where a fair trial

could be had, and justice administered impartially

—

where the witnesses could be jirotected and the judg-

ment of the court could be car.ied into execution, with-

out violence or intimidation. I do not propose to intro-

duce any new principles into our jurisprudence, nor to

change the modes of proceeding or tlie rules of practice

in our Courts. I only propose to place the district of

country embraced within the Territory of Utah under
the operation of the same laws and rules of proceeding,

that Kansas, Nebraska, Minnesota and our other Terri-

tories were placed before they became organized Terri-

tories. The whole country embraced within these Terri-

tories was under the operation of that same system of

laws, and all the offenses committed within the same
were punished in the manner now proposed, so long as

the country remained " under the sole and exclusive

jurisdiction of the United States ;" but the moment the

country was organized into Territorial Governments,
with legislative, executive and judicial departments,
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It ceased to be under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction

of the United States, within the meaning of the act of

Congi-ess, for the reason that it had passed under another
and a different jurisdiction. Hence, if we abolish the

Territorial Government of Utah, preserving all existing

rights, and place the country under the sole and exclusive

jurisdiction of the United States, olTenders can be ap-

IM-ehended and brought into the adjaceat States or Ter-

ritories for punishment, in the same manner and under
the same rules and regulations which obtained and
have been uniformly practiced under lilie circumstances
since 1790.

If the plan proposed shall be found an effective and
adequate remedy for the evils complained of in Utah,
no one, no matter what his political creed or partisan
associations, need be apprehensive that it will violate

any cherished theory or constitutional right in regard
to the government of the Territories. It is a great

mistake to suppose that all the territory or land belong-

ing to the United States must necessarily be governed
by the same laws and under the same clause of the

Constitution, without reference to the purpose to which
it is dedicated or the use which it is proposed to make of

it ; wliile all that portion of the country which is or shall

be set apart to become new States, must necessarily be
governed under and consistent with that clause of the

Constitution which authorizes Congress to admit new
States, it does not follow, that other territory, not

intended to be organized and admitted into the Union
as States, must be governed under the same clause of

the Constitution, with all the rights of self-government

iind State equality. For instance, if we should purchase
Vancouver's Island from Great Britain for the purpose
of removing all the Indians from our Pacific territories

and locating them on that island as their permanent
home, with guaranties that it should never be occupied
or settled with white men, will it be contended that the

purchase should be made and the island governed under
the power to admit new States when it was not acquired
for that purpose, nor intended to be applied to that

object? Being acquired for Indian purposes and applied

to Indian purposes, it is not more reasonable to assume
that the power to acquire was derived from the Indian
clause, and .the island must necessarily be governed under
and consistent with that clause of the Constitution which
relates to Indian affairs. Again, suppose we should deem
it expedient to buy a small island in the Mediterranean
or the Carribean Sea for a naval station, can it be
gaid with any force or plausibility that the purchase
should be made or the island governed under the power
to admit new States ? On the contrary, is it not oljvious

that the right to acquire and govern in that case is de-

lived from the power " to provide and maintain a navy,"
and must be exercised consistently witl; that power. So,

if we ijurchase land foi forts, arsenals, or other military
purposes, or set apart and dedicate any territory which
we now own for a military reservation, it immediately
passes under the military power and must be governed
in harmony with it. So if the land be purchased for a
Biiat, it must be governed under the power to coin

money ; or, if purchased for a post-offiee, it must b«
governed under the power to establish post-offices and
post-roads ; or, for a custom-house, under the power to

regulate commerce; or for a court-house, under the
judiciary power. In short, tlie clause in the Constitutioa
under which any land or territory belonging to ine

United States must be governed, is indicated by the
object for which it was acquired and the purpose for

which it is dedicated. So long, therefore, as the organic
act of Utah shall remain in force, setting apart that
country for a new State, and pledging the faith of the

United States to receive it into the Union as soon as it

should have the requisite population, we are bound to

extend to it all the rights of self-government, agreeably
to the clause in the Constitution providing for the ad-
mission of new States. Hence the necessity of repealing

the organic act—withdrawing the pledge of admission,
and placing it under the sole and exclusive jurisdiction

of the United States, in order that persons and property
may be protected, and justice administered, and crimes
punished under the laws prescribed by Congress in such
cases.

While the power of Congress to repeal this organic act

and abolish the Territorial Government cannot be denied,
the question may arise whether we possess the moral
right of exercising the power, after the charter has been
once granted and the local government organized under
its iiiovisions. This is a grave question—one which
should not be decided hastily, nor under the influence of

passion or prejudice. I am free to say that in my opinion
there is no moral right to repeal the organic act of a Ter-
ritory, and abolish the government organized under it,

unless tlie inhabitants of that Territory, as a community,
have done such acts as amount to a forfeiture of all rights

under it—such as becoming alien enemies, outlaws, dis-

avowing their allegiance, or resisting the authority of

the United States. These, and kindred acts, which we
have every reason to believe are daily perpetrated in that

Territory, would not only give us the moral right, but
make it our imperative duty to abolish the Territorial

Government, and place the inhabitants under the sola

and exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, to the end
that justice may be done and the dignity and authority

of the Government vindicated.

I have thus presented plainly and frankly my views of

the Utah question—the evils and the remedy—upon the

facts as they have reached us, and are supposed to be
substantially correct. If offioial reports and authentic

information shall change or modify these facts, I shall be
ready to conform my notion to the real facts as they shall

be found to exist. I have no such pride of opinion as
will induce me to persevere in an error one moment after

my judgment is convinced. If, therefore, a better plan

can be devised—one more consistent with justice and
sound policy, or more effective as a remedy for acknow-
ledged evils, I shall take great pleasure in adopting it, in

lieu of the one 1 have presented to you to-night.

In conclusion, permit me to express my grateful ac-

knowledgments for your patient attention and the kind and
respectful manner in which you have received my remarks.

INVASION OF STATES-SEDITION LAW PKOPOSED.

SPEECH OF MR. DOUGLAS.
On the 16th of January, 1860, Mr. Douglas

submitted to tlie United States Senate the fol-

lowing Resolution :

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in-

structed to report a bill for the protection of each State
and Territory of the Union, again--t invasion by the
authorities or inhabitants of any other State or Territory

;

and for the suppression and punishment of conspiracies
or combinations in any State or Territory with intent to

invade, assail, or molest the government, inhabitants,
property, or institutions of any other State or Territory
of the Union.

This Resolution, coming up as a special order
on the 23d of January,

Mr. Douglas said: Mr. President, on the 25th cf Novem-
ber last, trie Governor of Virginia addressed on official

communication to the President of the U litf'd States, in

Which he said

:

"I have Information from various quarters, upon which 1

rely, that a conspiracy of formidable extent, in means and
numbers, is formed in Ohio, Pennsylvania, New-York, and
other States, to rescue John Brown and his associates, pri-
soners at Charleston, Virginia. The iuformatiou is specific

enough to be reUable "

"Places In Maryland, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, have been
occupied as depots and rendezvous by these desperadoes, un-
obstructed by guards or otherwise, to invade this Slate, aud
we are kept in continual apprehension of outrage fr^n fire

aud rapinci. I apprise you of these facts in order that you
may take steps to preserve peace between the Slates."

To this, communication, the President of the United
States, on the '28th of November, returned a reply, from
which I read the following sentence

:

" I am at a loss to discover anv provision in the Constitution

or laws of the United Slates which would authorize me to

'take sieps for Ihls purpose.' " [That is, to preserve the peace
between the States.]

Mr. Douglas argued at considerable length, to

prore that the Constitution does provide for the
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piotection, by the Federal Government, of each

State against invasion from any and all sources,

and continued

:

The question then remaining is, what legislation is

necessary and proper to render this guaranty of the

Constitution effectual ? I presume there will be very
little difference of opinion that it will be necessary to

place the whole military power of the Government at the

disposal of the President, under proper guards and
restrictions against abuse, to repel and suppress icvasion

when the hostle force shall be actually in the field. But,

sir, that is not sufficient. Such legislation would not be

a full compliance with this guaranty of the Constitution,

The framers of that instrument meant more when they

gave the guaranty. Mark the difference in language
between the provision for protecting the United States

against invasion and that for protecting the States.

When it provided for protecting the United States, it said

Congress shall have power to "repe? invasion." When
it came to make this guaranty to the States, it changed
tlie language, and said the United States shall ^'pi'otect "

each of the States against invasion. In the one instance,

the duty of the Government is to repel ; in the other, the
guaranty is that they will protect. In other words, the

United States are not permitted to wait until the enemy
Bhall be upon your borders ; until the invading army
shall have been organized and drilled and placed in march
with a view to the invasion ; but they must pass all laws
necessary and proper to insui-e protection and domestic
tranquilUty to each State and Territory of this Union
against invasion or hostiUties from other States and Ter-
ritories.

Then, sir, I hold that it is not only necessary to use the
military power when the actual case of invasion shall

occur, but to authorize the judicial department of the
Government to suppress all conspiracies and combina-
tions in the several States with inieut to invade a State,

or molest or disturb its government, its peace, its citizens,

its -property or its institutions. You must punish the
conspiracy, the combination with intent to do the act,

and then you will suppress it in advance. There is no
principle more familiar to the legal profession than that
wherever it is proper to declare an act to be a crime, it is

proper to punish a conspiracy or combination with intent
to perpetrate the act. Look upon your statute-books,
&nd I presume you will find an enactment to punish the
counterfeiting of the coin of the United States ; and then
another section to punish a man for having counterfeit
coin in his possession icithinieni to pass it ; and another
section to punish him for having tlie molds ur dies or in-

struments for counterfeiting, with intent to use them.
This is a familiar principle in legislative and judicial pro-
ceedings. If the act of invasion is criminal, the con-
spiracy to invade should also be made criminal. If it be
unla.wful and illegal to invade a State, and run off fugi-

tiveslaves, why nut make it unlawful to form conspiracies
and combinations in the several States with intent to do
the act? We have been told that a notorious man who
has recently suffered death for his crimes upon the gal-

lows, boasted in Cleveland, Ohio, in a public lecture, a
year ago, that he had then a body of men employed in

running away horses from the slaveholders of Missouri,
and pointed to a livery stable in Cleveland which was full

of the stolen horses at that time.
I think it is within our competency, and consequently

our duty, to pass a lawmaking every conspiracy or com-
bination in any State or Territory ol this Union to invade
another with intent to steal or run away property of any
kind, whether it be negroes, or horses, or property of any
other description, into another State, a crime, and punish
the conspirators by indictment in the United States
courts and confinement in the prisons and penitentiaries
of the State or Territory where the conspiracy may be
formed and quelled. Sir, I would carry these provisions
of law as far as our constitutional powers will reach. /
would make it a cHme to form conspiracies iciih a
view of invading States or Territories to control
elections, whether they be uwler the garb ofEmigrant
Aid Societies ofNexo England or Blue Lodges of Mis-
souri. (Ajiplause in the galleries.) In other words,
this provision of the Constitutions means more than the
mere repelling of an invasion when the invading ariwy
shiill reacli the border of a State. The language is, it

shall protect the State against invasion ; the meaning of
which is, to use the language of the preamble to the Con-
stitution, to insure to each Slate doijiestic tranquillity
against external violence. There can be no peace, there
can be no prosperity, there can be no safety in any com-
munity, unless it is secured against violence from abroad.
Why, sir, it has been a question seriously mooted in

Europe, whether it was not the duty of England, a power
foreign to France, to pass laws to punish conspiracies II

England against the lives of the princes of France. I

shall not argue the question of comity between foreign

States. I predicate niy argument upon the Constitution

by which we are governed, and which we have sworn to

obey, and demand that the Constitution be executed in

good faith so as to punish and suppress every combina-
tion, every conspiracy, either to invade a State or to

molest its inhabitants, or to disturb its property, or to

subvert its institutiops and its government. I believe

this can be effectually done by authorizing the United
States courts in the several States to take jurixdiction of

the offense, and punish the violation of the law with
appropriate punishments.

It cannot be said that the time has not yet arrived for

such legislation. It cannot be said with truth tliat the
Harper's Ferry case will not be repeated, or is not in

danger of repetition. It is only necessary to inquire into

the causes which produced the Harper's Ferry outrage,
and ascertain wljether those causes are yet in active

operation, and then you can determine whether there is

any ground for apprehension that that invasion will be
repeated. Sir, what were the causes which produced the

Harper's Ferry outrage ? AVithout stopping to adduce
evidence in detail, I have no hesitation in expressing my
firm and deliberate conviction that the I/ar2)er'a Ferry
cHme was the natural, logical, inevitable result ofthe
doctrines and teachings of the liejiublican pa/ty, as
ea-plained and enforced in tlieir jilatform, tJieir par-
tisan presses, their pamphlets and books, and espe-

cially in the speeches of their leaders in and out vf
Congress. (Applause ia_ the galleries.)

And, sir, inasmuch as the Co.nstitution of the United
States confers upon Congress the power coupled with

the duty of protecting each State against external

aggression, and inasmuch as that includes the power of

suppressing and iiunishing conspiracies in- one State

against the institutions, propertj', people, or govern-

ment of every other State, 1 desire to carry out that

power vigorously. Sir, give us such a law as the Con-
stitution contemplates and- authorizes, and I will show
the Senator from New York that there is a constitutional

mode of repressing the " irrepressible conflict." I will

open theprison doors to allow consjniatora against t/ts

peace oftheUepublic andthe doinestic tranquilUty oj

our States to select their cells xoher^in to drag out a
miserable life as a punishme/ntfor their ori/ines agaitust

ike peace oJ society. . .

Sir. President, the mode of preserving peace is plain.

This system of sectional warfare must cease. The Con-
stitution has given the power, and all we ask of Congress

is to give the means, and we, by indictments and con-

victions in the Federal courts of our several States, will

make such examples of the leaders of these conspiracies

as will strike terror into the hearts of the others, and
there will be an end of this crusade. Sir, you must
check it by crushing out the conspiracy, the combina-
tion, and then there can be safety.

[A special committee of the Senate, of wliich

Mr. Mason, of Va., was chairman, appointed to

investigate the Harper's Ferry aflair, ascertaiii

the cause of the raid, and report what laws, if

any, were necessary to prevent a repetition,

reported near the close of the session, that

the committee were unable to discover that

any persons were either directly or indirectly

engaged in the invasion, otlier than John
Brown and those wlio accompanied him to

Harper's Ferry.]

WHAT POPULAR SOVEREIGNT? HAS DONE.

From Mr. Douglas' Speech in tlie Senate, May 16, 1860.

But, we are told tiiat the necessary result of this doc-

trine of non-intervention, which, gentlemen, by way of

throwing ridicule upon it, call squatter sovereignty, is

to deprive the South of all participation in what they

call the common Territories of tlie United States. That

was the ground on which the Senator from Misissippi (Mr.

Davis), predicated his opposition to the Compromise

Measures of IsdO He regarded a refusal to repeal the

Mexican law as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso ; a re-

fusal to recognize by an act of Congress the right to

carry a slave there as equivalent to the Wilmot Proviso;

a refusal to deny to a Tei-ritorial Legislature the right to

exclude Slavery as equivalent to an exclusion. He be-

lieved at that time that this doctrine did amrunt to a

denial of southern rights ; and he told the r eople of
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Mississippi so ; but they dowbted it. Now let us see how
fill- liis theory and suppositions have been verified. I

infer tliat he told tlie people of Mississippi so, for he
makes it a charge in his bill of indictment against me,
that I am hostile to southern rights because I gave those
votes.

Now, what has been the result? My views were
incorporated into the Compromise Measures of 1850, and
his were rejected. Has the South been excluded from all

the territory acquired from Mexico ? What says the bill

from the House of Representatives now on your table,
repealing the slave code in New Mexico, established by
the people themselves ? It is part of the history of the
country that under this doctrine of non-intervention,
this dooti-ine that you delight to call squatter sove-
reignty, the people ofNew Mexico have introdiiced
and protected Slavery in the whole of that Territory.
Under this doctrine, they have converted a tract of
Free Territory into Slave Territory, more than five
times the size of the State of Neio- York. Under this
doctrine, Slavery has been extended from the Rio
Grande to the Gulf of California, andfrom, the line of
the Republic ofMeaiico, not only up to 86deg. 30 min.,
but up to 8S deg.—giving you a degkee asd a half more
SLAVE TKBRITOKY THAN YOU EVER CLAIMED. In 1848 and
1849 and 1850, you only asked to have the line of 36 deg.

30 min. The Nashville convention fixed that as its ulti-

matum. I offered it in the Senate in August, 1848 and it

was adopted here but rejected in the House of Represen-
tatives. You asked only up to 86 deg. 30 min., and non-
intervention has given you Slave Territory up to 38
deg., A DKGREE AND A HALF MORE THAN YOU ASKED

;

and yet you say that this is a sacrifice of Southern
rights

!

These are the fruits of this principle which the Sena-

tor from Mississippi regards as hostile to the rights of the

South. Where did you ever get any other fruits that
were more palatable to your taste or more refreshing to

your strength ? What other inch of Free Territory has been
converted into Slave Territory on the American continent,

since the Revolution, except in New Mexico and Arizona,
under the principle of non-intervention affirmed ai

Charleston ? If it be true that this principle of non-inter-

vention has given to Slavery all New Mexico, which was
surrounded on nearly every side by Free Territory, will

not the same principle protect you in the northern states

of Mexico when they are acquired, since they are now sur-

rounded by Slave Territory ; are several hundred miles

further South ; have many degrees of greater heat; and
have a climate and soil adapted to Southern products ?

Are you not satisfied with these practical results ? Do
you desire to appeal from the people of the Territories

to the Congress of the United States to settle this ques-

tion in the Territories ? AVhen you distrust the people
and appeal to Congress, with both houses largely against

you on this question, what sort of protection will you get ?

Whenever you ask a Slave code from Congress to protect

your institutions in a Territory where the people do not
want it, you will get that sort of protection which the
wolf gives to the lamb

;
you will get that sort of friendly

hug that the grizzly bear gives to the infant. Appealing
to an Anti-Slavery Congress to pass laws of protection,

with a view of forcing Slavery upon an unwilling and
hostile people ! Sir, of all the mad schemes that ever
could be devised by the South, or by the enemies of the

South, that which recognizes the right of Congress to

touch the institution of Slavery either in States or Terri-

tories, beyond the single case provided in the Constitu-

tion for the rendition of fugitive Slaves, is the mos
fa,ia.\.—AppenditB to Congressional Globe, page 3\^

THE IRREPRESSIBLE CONFLICT.

A SPEECH BY WILLIAM H. SEWARD,

Delivered at RocheMer, Ifonday, Oct. 25, 1858.

Fellow-citizens : The unmistakable outbreaks of zeal

which occur all around me, show that you are earnest men
—and such a man am I. Let us, therefore, at least for a
time, pass by all secondary and collateral questions,

whether of a personal or of a general nature, and consider
the main subject of the present canvass. The Democratic
party, or, to speak more accurately, the party which wears
that attractive name, is in possession of the Federal Go-
vernment. The Republicans propose to dislodge that
party, and dismiss it from its higli trust.

The main subject, then, is, whether the Democractic
party deserves to retain the confidence of the American
people. In attempting to prove it unworthy, I think tliat

I am not actuated liy prejudices against that p;ivty, or by
prepossessions in favor of its adversary ; for I have learned,

by somi.' experience that virtue and patriotism, vice and
selfishii -^s, are found in all parties, and that they differ

less in their motives than in the policies they pursue.
Our country is a theatre, which exhibits m full opera-

tion, two radically different political systems; the one
resting on the basis of servile or slave labor, the other on
the basis of voluntary labor of freemen.
The laborers who are enslaved are all negroes, or per-

sons more or less purely of African derivation. But this

is only accidental. The principle of the system is, that
labor in every society, by whomsoever performed, is ne-
cessarily unintellectual, groveling, and base ; and that the
laborer, equally for his own good and for the welfare of

the State, ought to be enslaved. The white laboring man,
whether native or foreigner, is not enslaved, only because
he cannot, as yet, be reduced to bondage.
You need not be told now that the slave system is the

older of the two, and that once it was universal.

The emancipation of our own ancestors, Caucasians
and Europeans as they were, hardly dates beyond a
period of five hundred years. The great melioration of

human society which modern times exhibit, is mainly due
to the incomplete substitution of the system of voluntary
laljor for the old one of servile labor, which I as already
taken place. This African slave system is one which, in

its origin and in its growth, has Ijeen altogether foreign
fi-flra ttie haliits of the races which colonized these States,

• estalilished civilization heVe. It was Introduced on

this new continent as an engine of conquest, and for the
eetablishment of monarchical power, by the Portuguese and
the Spaniards, and was rapidly extended by them all over
South America, Central America, Louisiana, and Mexico.
Its legitimate fruits are seen in the poverty, imbecility, and
anarchy, which now pervade all Portuguese and Spanish
America. The free-lal)or system is of tlerman extraction,
and it was estal dished in our country by emigrants from
Sweden, Holland, (lermany. Great Britain, and Ireland.
We justly ascribe to its influences the strength, wealth,
greatness, intelligence, and freedom which the whole
American people now enjoy. One of the cliief elements of
the value of human life is freedom in the pursuit of happi-
ness. The slave s.vstem is not only intolerant, unjust, and
inhuman toward the lal)orer, whom, only because he is a
laborer, it loads down with chains and converts into mer-
chandise, Ijut is scarcely less severe upon the freeman, to

whom, only because he is a laborer from necessity, it de-
nies facilities for employment, and whom it e.xpels from
the community because it cannot enslave and convert him
into merchandise also. It is necessarily improvident and
ruinous, because, as a general truth, communities prosper
and flourish or droop and decline in just the degree that
they practice or neglect to practice the primary duties of
justice and humanity. The free-labor system conforms to

the divine law of equality, which is written in the hearts
and consciences of men, and therefore is always and every-
where beneficent.

The slave system is one of constant danger, distrust,

suspicion, and watchfulness It debases those whos»
toil alone can produce wealth and resources for defense,
to the lowest degree of which human nature is capable,
to guard against mutiny and insurrection, and thus

.

wastes energies which otherwise might be employed in

national development and aggrandizement.
The free-labor system educates all alike, and by open-

ing all the fields of industrial employment, and all tho
depai-tments of authority, to the unchecked and equal
rivalry of all classes of men, at once secures universal
contentment, and brings into the highest possible acti-

vity all the physical, moral, and social energies of the
whole State. In States where the slave system prevails,
the masters, directly or indirectly, secure all politisal
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power, and constitute a ruling aristocracy. In States

wtiere the free-labor system prevails, univeraal sulfrage

neoeseaiily obtains, and the State inevitably becomes,
sooner or later, a republic or democracy.

Russia yet maintains Slavery, and is a despotism.
Most of tbe oilier European States have abolished
Slavery, and adopted the system of free laljor. It was
the antagouLstic political tendencies of the two systems
which the lirst Nai)oleon was contemplating when be
predicted that Europe would ultimately be either all

Cossack or all Ilepublican. Never did human sagacity

utter a more pregnant truth. The two systems are at

once perceived to be incongruous. But they are more
than Incongruous—they are incompatible. They never
have permanently existed together in one country, and
they never can. It would be easy to demonstrate this

impossibility, from the irreconcilable contrast between
their great principles and characteristics. But the e.\pe-

rience of manliiud has conclusively established it.

Slavery, a^ I have already intimated, existed in every
state in Kurojje. Free labor has supplanted it every-
where except in Russia and Turkey. State necessities

developed in modern times, are now obliging even those
two nations to encourage and empl y free labor ; and
already, doepotic as they are, we find them engaged in

abolisliing Slavery. In the United States, Slavery came
iuio collision with free labor at the close of the last cen-
tury, and fell before it in New-England, New-York, New-
Jersey, and Pennsylvania, but triumphed over it effec-

tually, aud excluded it for a period yet undetermined,
from Virginia, the Carolinas, aud Georgia. Indeed, so

incompatible are the two systems, that every new State
which is organized within our ever-extending domain
makes its first political act a choice of the one and an
exclusion of the other, even at the cost of civil war, if

necessary. The Slave States, without law, at the last

national election, successfully forbade, within their own
limits, even the casting of votes for a candidate for Presi-

dent of the United States supposed to be favorable
to the establishment of the free-labor system in new
States.

Hitherto, the two systems have existed in different

States, but side by side within the American Union.
This has happened because the Union is a confederation
of States, But in another aspect the United States con-
stitute only one nation. Increase of population, which
is fiUing the States out to their very borders, together
with a new and extended net-work of railroads and
other avenues, and an internal commerce which daily

becomes more intimate, is rapidly bringing the States

into a higher and more perfect social unity or con-
solidation. Thus, these antagonistic sj-stems are con-
tinually coming inio closer contact, and collision

results.

Shall I tell you what this collision means ? They who
think that it is accidental, unnecessary, the work of in-

terested or fanatical agitators, and therefore ephemeral,
mistake the case altogether. It is an irrepressible con-
flict between opposing and enduring forces, and it

means that the United States must and will, sooner or
later, become either entirely a slaveholding nation, or
entirely a free-labor nation. Either the cotton and rice

fields of South Carolina and the sugar plantations of
Louisiana will ultimately be tilled by free labor, and
Charleston iind New Orleans become marts for legiti-

mate merchandise alone, or else the rye-fields and
wheat-fields of Massachusetts and New-York must again
be surrendered by their farmers to slave culture and to

the production of slaves, and Boston and New-York be-

come once more markets for trade in the bodies and
souls of men. It is the failure to apprehend this great
truth that induces so many unsuccessful attempts at

final compromise between the Slave and Free States,

and it is the existence of this great fact that renders all

such pretended compromises, when made, vain and
ephemeral. Startling as this saying may appear to you,
fellow-citizens, it is by no means an original or even a
modern one. Our forefathers knew it to be true, and
unanimously acted upon it when they framed the Consti-

tution of the United States. They regarded the exist-

jnce of the servile system in so many of the Stales with
sorrow and shame, which they openly confessed, and
they looked upon the collision between them, w hich was
then just revealing itself, and which we are now accus-
tomed to deplore, with favor and hope. They knew that

either the one or the other system must exclusively pre-

vail.

Unlike too many of those who in modern times invoke
their authority, they had a choice between the two.

They preferred the system of free labor, and tbey deter-

mined to organize the Government, and so to direct its

activity, that that system should surely and certainly

prevail. For this purpose, aud no other, they based the

11

whole structure of Government broadly on the principle
that all men a.e creaied equal, and therefore free— little

dreaming that, within the short period of one hundred
years, their descendants would bear to be told by any
orator, however popular, that the utterance of that prin-
ciple was merely a rhetorical rhajwody ; or by any judge
however venerated, that it wa.^ attended by mental re-
servations, which rendeied it hypocr t;cal and false. By
the Ordinance of 17s7, they dedicated all of the nation.il
domain not yet jiolluted by Slavery to free labor im-
mediately, thenceforth and forever ; while by the new
Constitution and laws they invited foreign free labor
from all lands under the sun, and intenlictcd the im-
portation of African Slave Labor, at. all times, in all
places, and under all circumstances whatsoever. It is

true that they necessarily and wisely modified this
policy of Freedom, by leaving it to the seveial States,
affected as they were by differing circumstances, to
abolish Slavery in their own way and at their own plea-
sure, instead of confiding that duty to Congress, and
that tbey secured to the Slave States, while yet retain-
ing the system of Slavery, a three-fifths representation
of slaves in the Federal Government, until they should
find themselves able to relinquish it with safety. But
the very nature of these modifications fortifies uiy posi-
tion that the fathers knew that the two systems coul I

not endure witliin the Union, and expected that withiu
a short period Slavery would disappear foi ever. .More-
over, in Older that these tuodificatious might not alto-

gether defeat their grand design of a Republic maintain-
ing universal equality, they jirovided that two-thirds of
the States might amend the Constitution.

It remains to say on this point only one word, to guard
against misapprehension. If these States are to again be-
come universally slaveholding, I do not pretend to say
with what violations of the Constitution that end shall be
accomplished. On the other baud, while I do confidently
believe and hope that my country will yet become a land
of universal Freedom, I do not expect that it will be made
so otherwise than through the action of the several States
cooperating with the Federal Government, and all acting
in strict conformity with their respective Constitutions.

The strife and contentions concerning Slavery, which
gently-disposed persons so habitually deprecate, are no-
tliing more than the ripening of the conflict \fhich tlie fathers

themselves, not only thus regarded with favor, but which
they may be said to have instituted.

It is not to be denied, however, that thus far the course
of that contest has not been according to their humane
anticipations and « ishes. In the field of federal politics,

Slavery, derivmg unlooked-for advantages from commer-
cial changes, and energies unforeseen from the facilitiijs of
combination between members of the slaveholding class

and between that class and other lu-operty classes, early
rallied, and has at length made a stand, not merely to re-

tain its original defensive position, but to extend its sway
throughout the whole Union. It is certain that the slave-
holding class of American citixens indulge this high ambi-
tion, and that they derive encouragement for it from th«
rapid and effective political successes wliicli they have
already obtained. The plan of operation is tliis : By con-
tinued appliances of patronage and threats of disunion,
they will keep a majority favoraljle to these designs in the
Senate, where each State has an equal representation.
Through that majority they will defeat, as they best can,
the admission of Free States, and secure ihe admission of

Slave States. Under the protection of tlie Judiciary, they
will, on the principle of the Dred Scott case, carry Sla\-ery

into all the Territories of the United States now existing,

and hereafter to be organized. By the action of the Pre-
sident and the Senate, using the treaty-making power, they
will annex foreign slaveholding States. In a favorable
conjuncture they will induce Congress to repeal the act of

ISOsi, which prohibits the foreign slave-trade, and so they
will import from Africa, at the cost of only ^'JO a head,
slaves enough to fill up the interior of the continent.

Thus relatively increasing the number of Slave States, they
wiil allow no amendment to the Constitution prejudicial to

their interest; and so, having permanently established

their power, they expect the Federal .ludioiary to nullify

all State laws which shall interfere with internal or foreign

commerce in slaves. When the Free States shall be suffi-

ciently demoraUzed to tolerate these designs, they reason-

ably conclude that Slavery will be accepted by those States

themselves. I shall not stop to show how speedy or how
complete would be the ruin wluch the accomplishment of

these slaveholding schemes would bring upon the country.

For one, I should not remain in the country to test tbe sad

experiment. Having spent my manhood, though not my
whole life, in a Free State, no aristocracy of any kind,

much less an aristocracy of slaveholders, shall ever make
the laws of the land in which I shall be content to live.

Having seen tlie society around me universally engaged in
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igritulture, manufactures and trade, which were innocent i

and beneticent, I shall never be a denizen of a State

where ii*.n and women are reared as cattle, and bought
and sold as merchandise. When that evil day shall come, i

and all further eflbrt at resistance shall be Impossible,
|

then, if there shall be no better hope for redemption than
;

I can now foresee, I shall say with franklin, while looking

abroad over the whole earth for a new and more congenial

home, " Where literty dwells, there is my country."
[

You will tell me that these fears are extravagant and
chimerical. I answer, they are so ; but they are so only
because the designs of the slavelioldent must and can be
defeated. But it is only the possibility of defeat that ren-

ders them so. They cannot be defeated by inactivity.

There is no escape from them, compatible with non-resist-

ance. How, then, and in what way, shall the necessary
^resistance be made ? There is only one way. The Demo-
cratic party must be permanently dislodged from the Gov-
ernment. The reason is, that the Democratic party is in-

extricably committed to the designs of the slaveholders,

which I have described. Let me be well understood. I do
not charge that the Democratic candidates for public office

now before the people are pledged to, much less that the

Democratic masses who support them really adopt, those

atrocious and dangerous designs. Candidates may, and
generally do, mean to act justly, wisely, and patrioticallj',

when they shall be elected; but they become the ministers

and servants, not the dictators, of the power which elects

them. The policy which a party shall pursue at a future

period is only gradually developed, depending on the oc-

currence of events never fully foreknown. The motives

of men, whether acting as electors, or in any other capa-

city, are generally pure. Nevertheless, it ia not more true

that " H'rll is iiaved with good intentions," than it is that

earth is covered with wrecks resulting from innocent and
amiable motives.

The very constitution of the Democratic party commits
>t to execute all the designs of the slaveholders, whatever
they may be. It is not a party of the whole Union, of all

the FreeStates and of all the Slave States ; nor yet is it a
party of the Free States in the North and in the Northwest

;

but it is a sectional and local party, having practically its

seat within the Slave States, and counting its constituency

cliielly and almost exclusively there. Of all its represen-

tatives in Congress and in the Electoral College, two-thirds

uniformly come from these States. Its great element of

strength lies in the vote of the slaveholders, augmented by
the representation of three-fifths of the slaves. Deprive
the Democratic party of this strength, and it would be a
helpless and hopeless minority, incapable of contrneed or-

ganization. Tlie Democratic party, being thus local and
^ectional, acquires new strength from the admission of

every new Slave State, and loses relatively by the admis-
sion of every new Free State into the Union.
A party is, in one sense, a, joint-stock association, in

which those who contribute most direct the action and
management of the concern. The slaveholders contribut-

ing in an overwhelmning proportion to the capital strength
of the Democratic party, they neceaearUy dictate and pre-

scribe its poUcy. The inevitable caucus system enables them
to do so with a show of fairness and justice. If it were pos-

sible to conceive for a moment that the Democratic party
should disobey the behests of the slaveholders, we should
then see a withdrawal of the slaveholders, wliich would
leave the party to perish. The portion of the party which
Is found in the Free States is a mere ai>pendage,. conve-
nient to modify its sectional character, without impairing
its sectional constitution, and is less effective in regulating

its movement than the nebulous tail of the comet is in de-

termining the appointed though apparently eccentric
course of the fiery sphere from which it emanates.
To expect the Democratic party to resist Slavery and

favor Freedom, is as unreasonable as to look for Protestant
missionaries to the Catholic Propaganda of Piome. The
history of the Democratic party commits it to the policy

of Slavery. It has been the Democratic party, and no
other agency, which has carried that policy up to its pre-

sent alarming culmination. "Without stopping to ascertain,

critically, the origin of the present Democratic party, we
may concede its claim to date from the era of good feeling

which occurred under the Administration of President
Monroe. At that time, in this State, and about that time
in many others of the Free States, the Democratic party
deliberately disfranchised the free colored, or African citi-

len, and it has pertinaciously continued this disfrancliise-

ment ever since. This was an effective aid to Slavery
;

for while the slaveholder votes for his slaves against Free-
dom, the freed slave in the Free States is prohibited from
voting against Slavery.

In IS'M, the Democracy resisted the election of John
Quincy Adams—liimself before that time an acceptable
Demoorat— and in 1S28, it expelled liim from the Presi-

denoy, and put a slaveholder in his place, although the

office had been filled by slaveholders thiity-two out of

forty years.

In 1»36, Martin Van Buren—the first non-slavehoJding

citizen of a Free State to whose election the Democratic
party ever consented—signalized his inaugmation into the

Presidency, by a gratuitous announcement, that vmder no
circumstances would he ever approve a bill for the aboli-

tion of Slavery in the District of Columbia. From 18S8 to

1844, the subject of abolishing Slavery in the District of

Columbia and in the national dock-yards and arsenals,

was brought before Congress by repeated popular appeals.

The Democratic party thereupon promptly denied the right

of petition, and effectually suppressed the freedom of

speech in Congress, so far as the institution of Slavery was
concerned.
From 1S40 to 1S4.3, good and wise men counselled that

Texas should remain outside of the Union until she
should consent to reLnquish her self-instituted slavery

;

but the Democratic party precipitated her admission into

the Union, not only without that condition, but even
with a covenant that the State might be divided and
reorganized so as to constitute four fclave States instead
of one.
In 1846, when the United States became involved in a

war with Mexico, and it was apparent that the struggle
would end in the dismemberment of that republic, which
was a non-slaveholding power, the Democratic party
rejected a declaration that Slavery should not be estab-

lished within the territory to be acquired. When, in

1S50, govei-nments were to be instituted in the Territo-

ries of California and New-Mexico the fruits of that war,
the Democratic party refused to admit New-Mexico as a
Free State, and only consented to admit California as a
Free ttate on the condition, as it has since explained the
transaction, of leaving all of New-Mexico and Utah open
to Slavery, to which was alto added the concession «f

perpetual Slavery in the District of Columbia, and the
passage of an unconstitutional, cruel, and hu'niliating

law, for the recapture of fugitive slaves, with a further
stipulation that the subject of Slavery should never again
be agitated in either chamber of Congress. AVhen, in

1S54, the slaveholders were contentedly reposing on these
great advantages, then so recently won, the Democratic
Ijarty, unnecessarily, officiously, and with superservicea-
ble liberality, awakened them from their slumber, to offer

and force on their acceptance the abrogation of the law
which declared that neither Slavery nor luvoluutary ser-

vitude should ever exist within that part of the aucient
territory of Louisiana which lay outside of the State of

Missoui-i, and north of the parallel of 8(5 deg. bO min. of
north latitude—a law which, with the exception of one
other, was the only statute of Freedom then remaining in

the Federal code.
In ls56, when the people of Kansas had organized a

new State within the region thus abandoned to Slavery,
and applied to be admitted as a Free State into the Union,
the Democratic party contemptuously rejected their pe-
tition and drove them, with menaces and intimidations,
from the halls of Congress, and armed the President with
military power to enforce their submission to a slave
code, aetablished over them by fraud and usurpation.
At evei'y subsequent stage of the long contest which has
since raged in Kansas, the Democratic party has lent its

sympathies, its aid, and all the powers of the Government
which it controlled, to enforce Slavery upon that unwil-
ling and injured people. And now, even at this day,
while it mocks us with the assurance that Kansas is free,

the Democratic party keeps the State excluded from her
just and proper place in the Union, under the hope that
she may be dragooned into the acceptance of Slavery.
The Democratic party, finally, has procured from a

Supreme Judiciary, fixed in its interest, a decree that
Slavery exists by force of the Constitution in every Terri-
tory of the United States, paramount to all legislative
autlioi'ity either within the Terriloiy, or residing in Con-
gi-ess.

Such is the Democratic party. It has no policy. State
or F'ederal, for finance or trade, or manufacture, or com-
merce, or education, or internal improvements, or for the
protection or even the security of civil or religious lib-

erty. It is positive and uncompromising in the interest

of SlHyery—negative, compromising and vacillating, in

regard to everything else. It boasts its love of equality

and wastes its strength, and even its life, in fortifying the

only aristocracy known in the land. It professes frater-

nity, and, so often as Slavery requires, allies itself with

proscription. It maptnifies itself for conquests in foreign

lands, but it sends the national eagle forth always with

chains, and not the olive branch, in his fan^'s.

This dark record shows you, fellow citizens, what I

was unwilling to announce at an earlier stage of thl»

argument, that of the whole nefarious schedule of slave-

holding designs which I have submitted to you, the Demo-
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«ratic party has left only one yet to be consummated— I too conservative forolliC'S. As If any party ever foresaw
the abrogation of the law which forbids the African slave

j
so clearly the course of future events as to plan a unlver-

ti-ade.
I
sal scheme for future action, adapted to all possible

Now, I know very well that the Democratic party has, emergencies. Who would ever have joined even the Whig
at every stage of these proceedings, disavowed the motive I party of the Kevolulion, if it had been obliged to answer,
And Lhc pol.cy of fortifying and extending Slavery, and
'las excu^ied them ou entirely diU'erent and more jdausi-

ble grounds. But the inconsistency and frivolity of

Jhese pleas prove still more conclusively the guilt I

charge upon that party. It must, indeed, try to e.xcuse

.sucii guiit before mankind, and even to the consciences

of its own adherents. There is an instinctive abhorrence
of Slavery, and an inborn and inhering love of Freedom
in the human heart, which renders palliation of such
gross misconduct indispensable. It disfranchised the free

African ou tlie ground of a fear that, if left to enjoy the

riglil of suffrage, he might seduce the free white citi-

•/en into amalgamation with his wronged and despised

race. The Democratic party condemned and deposed
John Quincy Adams, because he expended §12,000,000 a
year, while it justifies his favored successor in spending
$70,000,000, $60,000,000, and even $1(0,000,000, a year.

It denies emancipation iu the District of Columbia, even
with compensation to masters and the consent of the

people, on the ground of an implied constitutional inhi-

bition, althougli the Constitution expressly confers upon
Congress sovereign legislative power in that District, and
although the Democratic party is teziacious of the prin-

ciple ot strict construction. It violated tlie express i)ro-

visious of the Constitution in suppressing petition and
debate on the subject of Slavery, ttirough fear of dis-

turbance of the public harmony, although it claims that

the electors have a right to instruct their representatives,

and even demand tlieir resignation iu cases of contu-
macy. It extended Slavery over Texas, and connived at

the atteuipt to spread it across the Mexican territories,

even to the sliores of the Pacific Ocean, uuder a plea ot

enlarging the area of Freedom. It abrogated the Mexi-
can slave law and the Missouri Compromise pruliibition

of Slavary in Kansas, not to open the new Territories to

Slavery, but to try therein the new and fascinating

theories of Non-intervention and Popular Sovereignty;
and, finally, it overthrew both these new and elegant
systems by the English Lecompton bill and the Dred
Scoit decision, on the ground that the Free States ought
not to enter the Union without a population equal to the

representative basis of one member of Congress, although
Slave States might come iu without inspection as to their

numbers.
Will any member of the Democratic party now here

claim that the authorities chosen by the suffrages of the
party transcended their partisan platforms, and so misre-

p. esented the party in the various transactions 1 have
recited ? Then I ask him to name one Democratic
statesman or legislator, fi oiu Van Buren to Walker,
who either timidly or cautiously like them, or boldly or

defiantly like Douglas, ever refused to execute a
behest of tiie slaveholders, and was not therefor, and
for no other cause, immediately denounced, and de-

posed f:om his trust, and repuaiated by the Democratic
party for that contumacy.

1 think, fellow-citizens, that I have shown you that it

is high time for the friends of Freedom to rush to the
rescue of the Constitution, and that theij' very first duty
is to dismiss the Democratic party from the administra-
tion of the (joverumeut.

\\ hy shall it not be done? All agi-ee that it ought to

be done. What, then, shall pievent its being done?
Nothing but timidity or division of the opponents of the
Democratic party.

Some of these opponents start one objection, and some
another. Let us notice these objections briefly. One

in 1775, whether it would declare for Independence in

1770, and for this noble Fede.al Constitution of ours in

1787, and not a year earlier or later? •

The peoi)le of the United States will be as wise next
year, and the year afterward, and even ten years hence,
as we are now. They will oblige the Republican party
to act as the public welfare and the interests of justice
and humanity shall require, through all the stages of its

career, whether of trial or triumph.
Others will not venture an effort, because they fear

that the Union would not endure the change. Will
such objectois tell me how long a Constitution can bear
a strain diiectly along the fibres of which it is com-
posed ? This is a Constitution of Freedom. It is being
converted into a Constitution of Slavery. It is a repub-
lican Constitution. It is being made an aristocratic one.
Others wish to wait until some collateral questions con-
cerning temperance, or the exercise of the elective fran-

chise are pioperly settled. Let me ask all such persons,
whether time enough has not been wasted on these
points already, without gaining any other than this

single advantage, namely, the discovery that only one
thing can be effectually done at one time, and that the

one thing which must and will be done at any one time
is just that thing which is most urgent, and will no
longer admit of postponement or delay. Finally, we
are told by faint-hearted men that they despond; the
Democratic party, they say, is unconquerable, and the
dominion of Slavery is consequently inevitable. I

reply to them, that the complete and universal dominion
of Slavery would be intolerable enough when it should
have come after the last possible effort to escape should
have been made. There would, in that case, be left to

us the consoling reflection of fidelity to duty.

But I reply, further, that I know—few, 1 think, know
better than 1—the resources and energies of the Demo-
cratic party, which is identical with the Slave Power. I

do ample prestige to its traditional popularity. I know
further— few, I think, know better than I -the difli-

culties and disadvantages of organizing a new political

force l.ke the Republican party, and the obstacles it

must encounter in laboring without prestige and without

patronage. But, notwithstanding all this, 1 know that

the Deiuocvatic party must go down, and that the Re-

publican party must rise into its place. The Demo-
catic party derived its strength, originally, from its

adoption of the principles of equal and exact justice to

all men. So long as it practiced this principle faith-

fully, it was mvulnerable. It became vulnerable when
it renounced the piinciple, and since that tune it has
maintained itself, not by virtue of its own strength, or

even of its traditional merits, but because there as yet

had appeared in the political field no other party that

had the conscience and the courage to take up, and
avow, and practice the life-inspiring principles which
the Democratic party had surrendered. At last, the

Republican party has appeared. It avows now, as the

Republican party of ISOO did, in one word, its faith and
its works, '• Equal and e.xact justice to all men." Even
when it first entered the tiehl, only half oiganized, it

struck a blow which only just failed to secure complete
and triumphant victory. In this, its second caiupaign,

it has already won advantages which render tliat tri-

umph now both easy and certain.

The secret of its assured success lies in that very char-

acteristic which, in the mouth of scoffers, constitutes its

great and lasting imbecihty and reproach. It- lies iu

class say that they cannot trust the Republican party
; i

the fact that it is a party of one idea ; but that idea is a

that it has not avowed its hostility to Slavery boldly
enough, or its affection for Freedom eai'nestly enough.
1 ask in reply, is there any other party which can be more

safely trusted? Every one knows that it is the RepubUcan
party or none, that shall displace the Democratic party,

h'ut I answer further, that the character and fidelity

of iiiy party are determined, necessarily, not by its

pledges, programmes, and platforms, but by the public
exigencies, and the temper of the people when they call

it into activity. Subserviency to Slavery is a law writ-

ten not only on the forehead of the Deiuocratic party,
but also in its very soul—so resistance to Slavery, and
devotion to Freedom, the popular elements now ac-

tively working for the Republican party among the peo-
ple, must and will be the resources for its ever-renewing
strength and constant invigoration.

noble one—an idea that fills and expands all generous

souls ; the idea of equahty— the equality of all men be-

fore human tribunals and human laws, as they ail are

equal before the Divine tribunal and Divine laws.

I know, and you know, that a revolution h;is begun.

I know, and all the world knows, that retolutions never

go backward. Twenty Senators and a hundred Repre-

sentatives proclaim boldly in Congress to-day seutiuienis

and opinions and principles of Fieedom which haidly jO

many men, even in this f.ee State, dared to utter in the r

own homes twenty years ago. While the Governuient

of the United States, uuder the conduct of the Demo-
cratic party, nas been all that time su.remJeriug one

plain and castle after another to Slavery, the people of

the United States have been no less steadily and perse

I
veiingly gathering tjgether the forces witii which to re

' " " ' whichOthers cannot support the RepubUcan parly, because it
j
cover back again all the fields and all the cast!

it has not suthcieutly exposed its platform, and deter- ' have been lost, and to confound and overthrow.^ b\ one

mined what it will do, and what it will not do, whec
|
decisive blow, the betrayers of the Constitution and

triumphaut. It may pi'ove too progrobsivefor some, and ' Freedom forever.
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i (.NEGRO SLAVERY NOT UNJLST."

A SPEECH BY CHARLES O'COXOR,

At the Union Meeting at the Academy of Music, New York City, Dec. 19, 1859.

Mr. Mayor and Gbntlembn : I cannot express to you
the delight which I experience in beholding in this great

city so vast an assembly of my fellow citizens, convened
for the purpose stated in your resolutions. I am delight-

ed beyond measure to behold at this time so vast an
assembly responding to the call of a body so respectable

as the twenty thousand New Yorkers who have convened
this meeting. If anything can give assurance to those who
doubt, and confidence to those who may have had mis-

givings as to the permanency of our institutions, and the

solidity of the support whicli the people of the North are

prepared to give them, it is that ia the queen oily of the

New World, in the capital of North America, there is

assembled a meeting so large, so respectable, and so

unanimous as this meeting has shown itself to be in re-

ceiving sentiments which, if observed, must protect our
Union from destruction, and even from danger. (Ap-
plause.) Crentlemen, is it not a subject of astonishment
that the idea of danger, and the still more dreadful idea

of dissolution, shuuld be heard from the lips of an Ameri-
can citizen, at this day, in reference to, or in connection
with, tiie sacred name of this most sacred Union?
^Applause.) Why gentlemen, what is our Union ? What
are its antecedents ? What is its present condition ? If

we ward off the evils which tlireaten it, wliat its future

hope for us and for the great family of mankind ? Why
gentlemen, it may well be said of this Union as a govern-
ment, that as it is the last offspring, so is it Time's most
glorious and beneficent production. Gentlemen, we are
created by an Omniscient Being. We are created by a
Being not only All-Seeing, but AU-Powerful and All-Wise.
And in the benignity and the farseeing wisdom of His
power, He permitted tne great family of mankind to live

on, to advance, to improve, step by step, and yet permit-
ted five thousand years and upward to elapse ere He laid

the foundation of a truly free, a truly happy, and a truly
independent empire. It was not, gentlemen, until that

great length of time had elapsed, that the earth was
deemed mature for laying the foundations of this mighty
and prosperous State. It was then that He inspired the
noble-minded and cliivalrous Genoese to set forth upon
the trackless ocean and discover the empire that we now
enjoy. But a few years, comparatively, had elapsed
when there was raised up in this blessed land a set of men
whose like had never before existed upon the face of this

earth. Men unequalled in their perceptions of the true
principles of justice, in their comprehensive benevolence,
in their capacity to lay safely, justly, soundly, and with
all the qualities whicli should insure permanency, the

foundations of an empire. It was in 1776, and in this

country, that there assembled the first, the very first,

assembly of rational men who ever proclaimed, in clear

and underiiable form, the immutable principles of liberty,

and consecrated, to all time 1 trust, in the face of tyrants,

and in opposition to their power, the rights of nations and
the rights of men. (Applause.) These patriots, as soon
as the storm of war had passed away, sat down and
framed that instrument upon which our Union rests, the
Oonstitution of the United States of America. (Applause.)
And the question now before us is neither more nor less

than this: whether that Constitution, consecrated by the
blood shell in that glorious Revolution, consecrated by
the signature of the most illustrious man who ever lived,

George vVashington (applause)—whether that instrument,
accepted by the wisest and by the best of that day, and
accepted in convention, one by one, in each and every
State of this Union—that instrument from which so many
blessings have flown—whether that instrument was con-

ceived in crime, is a chapter of abominations (cries of

"No, no,") is a violation of justice, is a league between
strong-handed but wicked-hearted white men to oppress,

and nnpoverish, and plunder their fellow-creatures, con-

trary to rectitude, honor and justice. (Applause.) This

is the question, neither morenorless. We are toll from

DulpHs, we are told from ttfi political rostrum, fe a.-e

told in the legislative assemblies of our Northern States,
not merely by speakers, but by distinct resolutions of the
whole body—we are teld by gentlemen occupying seats in

the Congress of the Union through the votes of Northern
people—that the Constitution seeks to enshrine, to protect,
to defend a monstrous crime against justice and liuuianity,

and that it is our duty to defeat its iiruvisions. to outwit
them , if we cannot otherwise get rid of their effect, and to

trample upon the rights which it has declared shall be pro-
tected and insured to our brethren of the South. (Ap-
plause.) That is now the doctrine advocated. And I ask
whether that doctrine, necessarily involving the destruc-
tion of our Union, shall be permitted to prevail as it has
hitherto prevailed ? Gentlemen, I trust you will excuse me
for deliberately coming up to and meeting this <iuestion

—

not seeking to captivate your fancies by a trick of words
—not seeking to exalt your imaginations by declamation
or by any effort at eloquence—but meeting tliis question
gravely, sedately, and soberly, and asking you what is to

be our course in relation to it? Gentlemen, the Constitu-

tion guarantees to the people of the Southern States the
protection of their slave property. In that respect it is a
solemn compact between the North and the South.' As a
solemn compact are we at liberty to violate it? (Cries of
"No, no !'') Are we at liljerty to seek or take any mean,
petty advantage of it? (Cries of " No, no !") Are we at
liberty to con over its particular words, and to restrict and
to lunit its operation, so as to acquire, under such narrow
construction, a pretence of right by hostile and advrse
legislation? ("No, no!")—to interfere with the interests,

wound the feelings, and trample on the political rights of

our Southern fellow-citizens ? ("No, no, no !") No, gentle-

men. If it be a compact,and has anything sacred m it,we are
bound to observe it in good faith, honestly and honorably,
not merely to the letter, but fully to the spirit, and not in

any mincing, half-way, unfair, or illiberal construction,
seeking to satisfy the letter, to give as little as we can, and
thereby to defeat the spirit. (Applause.) That may be the
way that some men keep a contract about the sale of a house
or of a chattel, bii't it is not the way honest men observe con-

tracts, even in relation to the most trivial things. (" True,"
and applause.) What has been done, having a tendency
to distuj'b harmony under this Constitution, and to break
down and destroy the union now existing between these

States ? Why, gentlemen, at an early period the subject

of Slavery, as a mere philosophical question, was discussed

by many, and its justice or Injustice made the subject of

argument leading to various opinions. It mattered little

how long this discussion should last, while it was confined

within such limits. If it had only led to the formation of
societies like the Shakers, who do not believe in matri-

mony ; societies like the people of Utah, destined to a
short career, who believe in too much of it (laughter) ; or

societies of people like the strong-minded women of our
country, who believe that women are nuich better quali-

fied than men to perform the functions and otiices usually

performed by men (laughter)—and who probably would,
if they had their way, simply change the order of proceed-
ings, and transfer the husband to the kitchen, and them-
selves to the field or the cabinet. (Laughter and ap-

plause.) So long, I say, as this sentimentality touching

Slavery confined itself to the formation of parties and so-

cieties of this description, it certainly could do no great

harm, and we might satisfy ourselves with the maxim that
" Error can do little harm as long as truth is left free to com-
bat it." But unfortunately gentlemen, this sentunentality

has found its way out of the meeting-houses—from among
pious people, assemblies of speculative philosophers, and
societies formed to benefit the inhabitants of Barioboola-

gha—it has found its way into the heart of the selfish jioli-

tician ; it has been made the war-cry of party ; it has been

made the instrument whereby to elevate not merely t<^

personal distinction and social rank, but to political jiower

Throughout the non-slaveholdini; States of this I'liini,. men
have been thus elevated who advocate a course of coa-
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duct necessarily exasperating the South, and th-; natural

effect of whose teacliings renders the Soutliern people inse-

cure in their ijroperty and tlieir lives, makhig it a matter
of doubt each night whether tliey can safely retire to their

slumbers without sentries and guards to protect Ihcm
against incursions from the North. I say the ell'ect has
been to elevate, on the strength of this sentiment, such
men to i)Ower. And what is the result—the condition of

compact, to sejiarate from us and to dissolve it ? Why
gentlemen, the greatness and glory of the American uaiat
will tlieu be a thing of yesterday. The glorious Kcvo-
luuon of the thirteen States will be a Kevolution not
achieved by us, but by a nation that has ceased to exiat.

The name of Washington will be, to us at least at the
North (cheers), but as the name of Juliun Cajsar, or o(

some other great hero who has lived in times gone by,

things at this day V Wliy, gentlemen, the occasion that whose nation has perished and exists no more. The
calls us together is the occurrence of a raid upon the Declaration of Independence, what will that be ? Why,
State of Virginia by a few oisguided fanatics—followers of

these doctrines, with arms in their hands, and bent upon
rapine and murder. I called them followers, but they
gliould be deemed leaders. They were the best, the bravest,

and the most virtuous of all the abolition parly. (Ap-

the declaration of a State that no longer has placo
among the nations. All these bright and glorious recol-

lections of the past must cease to be our property, and
become mere memorials of a by-gone race and people.

A hne must divide the North from the South.f What will

plause.) On the Lord's day, at the hour of still repose,
j
be the consequences? Will this mighty city—g owing

they armed the bondman with pikes brought from the
j

as it now is, with wealth pouring into it from tvery por-

North, that he might slay his master, his master's wife, and
|

tion of this mighty empire— will it continue to Uourish aa

his master's little children. And immediately succeeding to
j

it has done' ^Cries of " No, no !"; Wdl your marble

it—at this very instant—what is the political question peud-
j

palaces that line Uioadway, and raise tlieir proud top.^

Ing before Congress ? i
toward the sky, continue to increase, unl.l, as is now

A book substantially encouraging the same course of promised under the Union, it shall present the most

provocation toward the South which has been long pur- I glorious picture of wealth, prosperity, and happiness,

sued, is openly recommended to circulation by sLxty-eight I that the world has ever seen ? (Applause.) No ! gen

members of your Congress. (Cries of " Shame, on them,"
applause, and hisses.)—Recommended to circulation Ijy

sixty-eight members of your Congress, all elected in North-

ern States (hisses and applause)—every one, 1 say, elected

from non-slaveholding States. And with the assistance of

their associates, some of whom hold their offices by your
votes, there is great danger that they will elect to the

highest office in that body, where he will sit as a repre-

eentative of the whole North, a man who united in causing

that book to be distributed through the South, carrying
poison and death in its polluted leaves. (" Hang him !'"

tlemen, no ! such things cannot be. 1 do not say that

we will starve, that we will perish, as a people, if we
separate from the South. I admit, that if the line be
drawn between us, they will have their measure of pros-

perity, and we will have ours ; but meagre, Siuall in the

extreme, compared with what is existing and promised

under our Union, will be the prosperity of each.

Truly has it been said hoe to-night, that we were
made for each other ; separate us, and although you
may not destroy us, you reduce each to so low a scale

that well might humanity deplore the evil courses that

and applause.) Is it not fair to say that this great and
!

brought about the result. True, gentlemen, we would

glorious Union is menaced when such a state of things is 1 have left, to boast of, our share of tne glories of the Revo-

found to exist? when such an act is attempted? Is it
I

lution. The Northern States sent forth to the conflict

reasonable to expect that our brethren of the South will
I
their bands of heroes, and shed their blood as freely as

calmly sit down ("No") and submit quietly to such an
i

those of the South. But the dividing line would take

outrage? (Cries of " No, no.") Why, gentlemen, we ' away f.om us the grave of Washington. It is in his own
greatly exceed them in numbers. The non-slaveholding > beloved Virginia- (Applause and cheers.) It is in the

States are by far the more populous; they are increasing State and near the spot where tliis t.eason that has been

daily in numbers and in population, and we may soon growing up in the North, so lately culminated in violence

overwhelm the Southern vote. If we contuiue to fill the and bloodshed. We would lose the grave—we would

lose all connection with the name of Washington. But

our philanthropic and pious friends who fain would

lead us to this result, would, of course, comfort us with

the consoling reflection that we had the glorious memory
of Jolin Brown in its place. (Great laughter and cheers.)

Are you, gentlemen, prepared to make the exchange ?

(Cries of " No, no.") Shall the tomb of Washington,

that rises upon the bank of the Potomac, receiving its

tribute from every nation of the earth—shall that become
the property of a foreign State—a State hostile to us in

halls of legislation witli abolitionists, and permit to occupy
the executive chair men who declare themselves to be en-

listed in a crusade against Slavery, and against the pro-

visions of the Constitution which secure that species of

propert3', what can we reasonably expect from the people

of the South but that they will pronounce the Constitution,

with all its glorious associations, with all its sacred memo-
ries—this Union, with its manifold present and promised
blessings—an unendurable evil, threatening to crush and
to destroy their most vital interests—to make their conn- ...
try a wilderness. Why should we expect them to submit • its feelings, and we to it in ours? Shall we erect a monu-

to such a line of conduct on our part, and iie'cognize us as ment among the arid hills at North Elba, and deem the

brethren, or unite with us in perpetuai^ng the Union ? privilege of making pilgi-images thither a recompense

For my part I do not see anything unjust or unreason- for the loss of every glorious recollection of the past

able in the declaration often made by Southerr^embers
on this subject. They tell us :

" If you will pus assail

us with incendiary pamphlets, if you will thus create a
spirit in your country which leads to violence and blood-

shed among us, if you will assail the institution upon
which the prosperity of our country depends, and will ele-

vate to office over us men who are pledged to aid in such
transactions, and to oppress us by hostile legislation, we
cannot—much as we revere the Constitution, greatly as

ffe estimate the blessings which would flow from its

faithful enforcement—we cannot longer depend on your
compliance with its injunctions, or adhere to the Union."
For my part, gentlemen, if the North continues to con-

duct itself in the selection of representatives to the

Congress of the United States as, from, perhaps a certain

degree of negligence and inattention, it has heretofore

conducted itself, the South is not to be censured if it

withdraws from the Union. (Hisses and applause. A
voice—" that's so." Three cheers for the Fugitive Slave

Law.) We are not, gentlemen, to hold a meeting to say

that " AVe love this Union ; we delight in it ; we are

proud of it ; it blesses us, and we enjoy it ; but we shall

fill all its offices with men of our own choosing, and, our
brethren of the South, you shall enjoy its glorious past

;

you shall enjoy its mighty recollections ; but it shall

trample your institutions in the dust." We have no
right to say it. We have no right to exact so muclr.,-

and an opposite and entirely different course, fellow-

citizens, must be ours—must be the course of the great

North, if we would preserve this Union. (Applause,

and cries of " Good.")
And, gentlemen, what is this glorious Union? What

must we sacrifice if we exasperate our brethren of the

and for our severance from the name of Washington ?

He who is recognized as the Father of his Country ?

(Cries of "No, no," and cheers.) No, gentlemen, we
are not prepared, I trust, for this sad exchange, tliis

fatal severance. We are not prepared, I trust, either to

part with our glorious past or to give up the advantages

of our present happy condition. We are not prepared

to relinquish our affection for the South, nor to involve

our section in the losses, the deprivation of blessings

and advantages necessarily resulting to each from dis

union. Gentlemen, we never would have attained the

wealth and prosperity as a nation which js now ours,

but for our connection with these very much reviled and

injured slaveholders of the Southern States. And, gen-

tlemen, if dissolution is to take place, we must part with

the trade of the South, and thereby surrender our parti-

cipation in the wealth of the South. Nay, more—we are

told from good authority that we must not only part

with the slaveholding States, but that our younger sister

with the golden crown—rich, teeming California, she

who added the final requisite to our greatness as a

nation— will not come with us. She wiU remain with

the South.
Gentlemen, if we allow this course of injustice toward

the South to continue, these are to be the consequences—

evil to us, evil also to them. Much of all tliat we are

most proud of; much of all that contributes to our pros-

perity and greatness as a nation, must pass away from

us.
, J

The question is—should we permit it to be continued,

and submit to aU tliese evils? Is there any. reason to

justify such a course? There is a reason preached, to us

lor permitting it. We are told that Slavery is unjust ; wa

South, and compel them, by injustice and brsach of I are told that it is a matter of conscience to put it dowaj
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anil that whatever treaties or compacts, or laws, or con-

stiiutioaa, have been made to sanction and uphold it, it

is still unholy, and that we are bound to trample upon
treaties, cumpacts, laws, and constitutions, and to stand

uy what these men arrogantly tell us is the law of God
and a fundamental principle of natural justice. Indeed,

gentlemen, tliese two things are not distinguishable. The
law of God and natural justice, as between man and man,
are one and the same. The wisest philosopher of ancient

times—heathen philosophers—said, The rule of conduct
between man and man is, to live honestly, to injure no
man, and to render to every man his due. In words far

more direct and emphatic, in words of the most perfect

comprehensiveness, the Saviour of the world gave us the

same rule in one short sentence—" Love thy neighbor as

thyself." (Applause.) Now, speaking between us, people

of tlie North and our brethren of the South, I ask you to

act upon this maxim—the maxim of the heathen—the

command of the living God : " Render to evgry man his

due," ''Love thy neigtibor as thyself." (Applause.) Thus
we should act and feel toward the Soutli. Upon that

maxim which came from Him of Nazareth we should act

toward the South, but without putting upon it any new-
fangled, modern interpretation. We should neither say

nor tliiiik that any Gospel minister of this day is wiser than

God hiraselt'—than lie who gave us tlie Gospel. These

maxims should govern between us and our brethren of the

Soutti. But, gentlemen, the question is this: Do these

maximsjustify the assertion of those who seek to invade

the riglits of the South, by proclaiming negro Slavery

unjust ? That is the point to which this great argument,

involving the fate of our Union, mast now come. Is

negro Slavery unjust ? If it be unjust, it violates the

first rule of human conduct, " Render to every man his

due." If it be unjust, it violates the law of God, which
says, "Love thyneiglibor as thyself," for that law requires

that we should perpetrate no injustice. Gentlemen, if it

could be maintained that negro Slavery is unjust, is thus

iu conflict with the law of nature and the law of God,
perhaps I might be prepared—perhaps we all ought to be
prepared to go with that distinguislied man to whom
allusion is frequently made, and say, there is a " higher

law " which compels us to trample beneath our feet, as a
wicked and unholy compact, the Constitution established

by our fathers, with all the blessings it secures to their

children. But I insist—and that is tne argument which we
must meet, and on wliich we must come to a conclusion
tliat shall govern our action in the future selection of re-

presentatives in the Congress of the United States—

/

innifit that negro Slavery is not unjust. (Long con-
tinued applause.) It is not unjust; it isjustjWise, and
beneficent. (Hisses, followed by applause, and cries of
" Putliiui out.") I^etliim stay, gentlemen.

Pkbsidkst.—Let him stay there. Order.
Mk. O'Conur.—Serpents may hiss, but good men will

hear. cCiies again of " Put him out;" calls to order;
confusion for a time.)

The Prbsidknt.—If anybody hisses here, remember that
every one has his own peculiar way of expressing him-
self, and as some birds only understand hissing, they
must hiss. (Applause )

Mr. O'Cosor.—Gentlemen, there is an animal upon
this earth that has no faculty of making its sentiments
known in any other way than by a hiss. I am for equal
rights. (Three cheers were here given for Mr. O'Conor,
three for Gov. Wise, and three groans for John Brown.)
I beg of you, gentlemen, all of you who are of my mind at
least, to preserve silence, and leave the hissing animal in
tne full enjoyment of his natural privileges. (Cries of
" Good, good," laughter and applause.) The first of our
race that offended was taught to do so by that hissing
animal. (Laughter and applause.) The first human
society that was ever broken up through sin and discord,
had its hap|iy union dissolved by the entrance of that
animal. (Applause.) Therefore I say it is his privilege to
hiss. Let him hiss on. (Cries of " Good, good," laughter
and applause) Gentlemen, I will not detain you much
longer. (Cries of " Go on, go on.") I maintain that
negro Slavery is not unjust—(a voice—"No, sir," ap-
plause,) that it is benign in its influence upon the white
man and upon the black. (Voices—" That's so, that's
so," applause.) I maintain that it is ordained by na-
ture ; that it is a necessity of both races; that, in cli-

mates where the black race can live and prosper, nature
herself enjoins correlative duties on the black man and
on the white, which cannot be performed except by tlie

preservation, and, if the hissing gentleman i)lease, the
perpe nation of negro Slavery.

I am fortified iu this opmion by the highest tribunal in
our country, that venerable exponent of our institutions,

and of the principles of justice—the Supreme Court of the
United States. Thit court has held, on this subject, what
wise men vill ever pronounce to be souud and just doc-

trine. There are some principles well known, well under*
stood, universally recogtiized and universally acknow
ledged among men, that are not to be found written in con-

stitutions or iu laws. The peoi>le of the United States, at
the formation of our Government, were, as they still are, in

some sense, peculiarly and radically distinguishable from
other nations. We were wliite men, of—what is commonly
called, by way of distinction—the Caiicasian race. We
were a monogamous people ; that is to saj', we were not
Mohammedans, or followers of Joe Smith—with half a do-

zen wives apiece. (Laughter.) It was a fundamental
principle of our civilization that no State could exist or be
tolerated in this Union, which should not, in that respect,

resemble all the other States of the Union. Some other
distinctive features might be stated which serve to mark
us as a people distinct from others, and incapable of asso-

ciating on terms of perfect political equaUty, or social

equality, as friends and fellow-citizens, with some kinds of

people that are to be found upon the face of the earth.

As a white nation, we made our Constitution and our laws,
vesting all political rights in that race. They, and they
alone, constituted, in every political sense, the American
people. (Applause.) As to the negro, why, we allowed
him to live under the shadow and protection of our laws.
We gave him, as we were bound to give him, protection
against wrong and outrage ; but we denied to him political

rights, or the power to govern, We left him, for so long a
period as the community in which he dwelt should so order,
in the condition of a bondsman. (Applause.) Now, gen-
tlemen, to that condition the negro is assigned by nature.
(Cries of "Bravo," and "That's so," and applause.) Ex-
perience shows that this race cannot prosper—that they
become extinct in any cold, or in any very temperate clime

;

but in the warm, the extremely warm regions, Ids race can
be perpetuated, and with proper guardiausliip, may pros-

per. He has ample strength, and is competent to labor,

but nature denies to him either the intellect to govern or
the willingness to work. (Applause.) Both were denied
him. That same power which deprived him of the will to

labor, gave him, in our country, as a recompense, a master
to coerce that duty, and convert him into a useful and val-

uable servant. (Applause.) I maintain that it is not in-

justice to leave the negro in the condition in which nature
placed him, and for which alone he is adapted. Fitted

only for a state of pupilage, our slave system gives him a
master to govern him and to supply Ids deficiencies : in

this there is no injustice. Neither is it unjust in the master
to compel him to labor, and thereby allord to that master
a just compensation in return for the care and talent em-
ployed in governing him. In this way alone is the negro
enabled to render himself useful to lumseLf and to the so-

ciety in which he is placed.
These are the principles, gentlemen, which the extren»e

measures of abolitionism compel us to enforce. This is

the ground that we must take, or abandon our cherished

Union. We must no longer favor political leaders who talk

about negro Slavery being an evil ; ucr must we advance
the indefensible dqptrine that negro Slavery is a thing
which, although pernicious, is to be tolerated merely be-
cause we have made a bargain to tolerate it. We must
turn away from the teachings of fanaticism. We must
look at negro slavery as it is, remembering that the voice
of inspiration, as found in the sacred volume, nowhere
condemns the bondage of those who are fit only for bond-
age. Yielding to the clear decree of nature, and the dic-

tates of sound pliilosophy, we must pronounce that insti-

tution just, benign, lawful and proper. The Constitution
established by the fathers of our Republic, which recog-
nized it, must be maintained. And that both may stand
together, we must maintain that neither the institution

itself, nor the Constitution which upholds it, is wicked or
unjust ; but that each is sound and wise, and entitled to

our fullest support.

AVe must visit with our execration any man claiming our
suffrages, who objects to enforcing, with entire good faith,

the provisions of the Constitution iu favor of negro Slavery,
or who seeks, by any indirection, to withhold its protection
from the South, or to get away from its obligations upon
the North. Let us henceforth support no man for public
office whose speech or action tends to induce assaults upon
the territory of our Southern neighbors, or to generate in-

surrection within their borders. (Loud applause.) These
are the principles upon which we must act. This is what
we must say to our brethren of the South. If we have sent

men into Congress who are false to these views, and are

seeking to violate the compact which binds us together, W9
must ask to be forgiven until we have another chance to man-
ilest our will at the ballot-boxes. We must tell them that

these men shall be consigned to privacy (applause), and
that true men, men faithful to the Constitution, men
loving all portions of the country alike, shall be elected

in their stead And, gentlemen, we must do iiicirc than
promise this—we must perform it. (Loud applause, fol-
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lowed by three cheers for Mr. O'Conor, and a tiger.) But
a word more, gentlemen, and I havedone. (Cries of" Go
on.") 1 have no doubt at all that what I have said to

you this evening will be greatly misrepresented. It is

very certain that I have not had time enough properly to

enlarge upon and fully to explain the interesting topics on
which I have ventured to express myself thus boldly and
distinctly, taking upon myself the consequences, be tliey

what they may. (Applause.) But 1 will say a few words
by way of explanation. I have maintained the justice of

Slavery ; 1 have maintained it, because I hold that the

negro is decreed by nature to a slate of pupilage under the

dominion of the wiser white man, in every clime where
God and nature meant the negro should live at all.

(Applause.) I say a state of pupilage; and, that I may
be rightly understood, I say that it is the duly of the

white man to treat him kindly; that is the interest of the

white man to treat him kindly. .(Applause.) And further,

it is my belief that if the white man, in the States where
Slavery exists, is not interfered with by the fanatics who
are now creating these disturbances, whatever laws,

whatever improvements, whatever variations in the con-
duct of society are necessary for the purpose of enforcing

in every instance the dictates of interest and humanity,
as between tlie white man and the black, will be faith-

fully and fairly carried out in the progress of that im-
provement in all these things in which we are engaged.
It is not pretended that the master has a right to slay his

slave ; it is not pretended that he has a right to be guilty

of harshness and inhumatdty to his slave. The laws of
all the Southern States forbid that; we have notthe right

here at the North to be guilty of cruelty toward a horse.

It is an indictable offence to commit such cruelty. The
same laws exist in the South, and if there is any failure

in enforcing them to the fullest extent, it is due to this

ejcternal force, wliicli is pressing upon the Southern
Stales, and compels them to abstain perhaps from many
acts beneficent toward the negro which otherwise would
be perfonued. (Applause.) In truth, in fact, in deed,

Uie white man in the slaveholding States has no more
authority by law of the land over his slave than our laws
allow to a father over his minor children. He can no
more violate humanity with respect to them, than a father

in any of the free States of this Union can exercise acts

violative of humanity toward his own son under the age
of twenty-one. So far as the law is concei'ned, you own
youi' boys, and have a right to their services until they
are twenty-one. You can make them work for you ;'j(rou

have the right to hire out their services and take their

earnings
;
you have the riglit to chastise them with judg-

ment and reason if they violate your commands ; and
they are entirely without political rights. Not one of

them at the age of twenty years and eleven months even,

can go to the polls and and give a vote. Therefore, gen-
tlemen, before the law, there is but one difference between
the free white man of twenty years of age in the Northern

States, and the negr"! Vtndman in the Soutlicrn Slates*
The white man is to be emancipated at Iwcnty-ooe-
because hisOod-given intellect entitles him to emancipa-
tion and fits hiui for the duties to devolve ui)on him.
The negro, to be buie, is a bondman for life. He uiay be
sold from one master to another, but where is the ill in
that?—one maybe as good as another. If there be laws
with respect to the mode of sale, which by separating man
and wife do occasionally lead to that nhich sliocks
humanity, and may be said to violate all propriety and
all conscience— if such things are done, let the South
alone and they will correct the evil. Let our brethren of
the South take care of their own domestic institutions
and they will do it. (Applause.) They will so govern
themselves as to suppress acts of this description, if they
are occasionally committed, as perhaps they are, and we
must all admit that they are contrary to just conceptions
of right and humanity. I have never yet heard of a
nation conquered from evil practices, brought to the
light of civilization, brought to the light of religion or the
knowledge of the Gospel by the bayonet, by the penal
laws, or by external persecutions of any kind. It is not
by declamation add outcry against a people from those
abroad and outside of their territory that you can improTe
their manners or their morals in any respect. No ; if,

standing outside of their territory, you attack the errors
of a people, you make them cling to their faults. From
a sentiment somewhat excusable—somewhat akin to self-

respect and patriotism—they will resist their nation's

enemy. Let our brethren of the South alone, gentlemen,
and if there be any errors of this kind, they will correct
them.
There is but one way in which you can thus leave them

to the guidance of their own judgment—by which you can
retain them in this Union as our bretliren, and perpetuate
this glorious Union ; and that is, by resolving—without
reference to the political party or faction to which any
one of you may belong, without reference to the name,
political or otherwise, which you may please to bear

—

resolving that the man, be he who he may, who advocates
the doctrine that negro Slavery is unjust, and ought tx)

be assailed or legislated against, or who agitates the sub-

ject of extinguisliing negro Slavery in any of its forms as

a political hobby, that that man shall be denied your suf-

frages, and not only denied your suflVages, but that you
will select from the ranks of the opi)osile party, or your
own, if necessary, the man you like least, who entertains

opposite sentiments, but through wiiose instrumentality

you may be enabled to defeat his election, and to secure

in the councils of the nation men who are true to the

Constitution, who are lovers of the Union—men who can-

not be induced by considerations of imaginary benevo-
lence for a people who really do not desire their aid, to

sacrifice or to jeopard in any degree the blessings we
enjoy under this Union. May it be perpetual.

(Great and continued cheering.)

THE REAL QUESTION STATED.

LETTER FROM CHARLES O'COKOR TO A COMMITTEE OF MERCHANTS.

New York, Dec. 20, 1859.

Chas. O'Cosor, Esq. : The undersigned, being desirous of

circulating as widely as possible, both at the North and at the

South, the proceedings of the Union Meeting held at the

Academy of Music last evening, intend publishing in pamphlet
form, for distribution, a correct copy of the same.
Will you be so kind as to inform us whether this step meets

your approval ; and if so, furnish us with a corrected report

of your speech delivered by you on that occasion. Yours
reapecifully,

LEITCH, BURNET & CO.,
GEO. W. & JEHIAL READ,
BRUFK, BROTHER & SEAVER,
C. B. HATCH & CO.,
DAVIS, NCBLE A CO.,
(Formerly Fdkuan, Davis & Co.,)

WESSON & COX,
CRONIN, HURXTHAL& SEARS,
ATWATER, MULFORD CO.

GBNTLEMEiJ : The measure you propoae meets my entire

approvaL
I have long thought that our disputes concerning negro

Slavery would soon terminate, if the public mind could be

drawn to the true issue, and steadily fixed upon it. To
effect this object was the sole aim of my address.

Though its ministers can never permit the law of the

land to be questioned by private judgment, there is, never-

theless, such a thing as natural justice. Natural justice

has the Divine sanction ; and it is impossible that any hu-

man law which conflicts with it should long endure.

Where mental enlightenment abounds, where morality

is professed by till, where the mind is free, speech is free,

and the press is free, is it possible, in the nature of

things, that a law which is admiUed to conflict with natu-

ral justice, and with God's own miUidate, should long en-

dure ?

You att will admit that, within certain hmits, at least,

our Constitution does contain positive guarant.es for the

preservation of m-ipro Slavery in the old States through all

time, unless the local k-gislatures shall think fit to abolish

It. And, consequently, if negro Slavery, however hu-

manely administered or judiciously regulated, be an in.sti-

tutionVhich coullicts with naluial justice and with God's

law surely the most vehement and extreme admirers ol
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John Brown's senliments are right; and their denun-
ciations against tlie Constitution, and against tlie tnost

hallowed names connected with it, are perfectly justifia-

ble.

The friends of truth—the patriotic Americans who would
sustain their country's honor against foreign rivalry, and
defend their country's interests against all assailants, err
greatly when they contend with tliese men on any point
hut one. Their general principles cannot be refuted

;

tlieir logic is UTesistible ; the error, if any there be, is in

their premises. They assert that negro Slavery is unjust.

This, and this alone, of all they say, is capable of being
fairly argued against.

If this proposition cannot be'refuted, our Union cannot
endure, and it ought not to endure.
Our negro bondmen can neither be exterminated nor

transported to Africa. They are too numerous for either

process, and either, if practicable, would involve a viola-

tion of humanity. If they were emancipated, they would
relapse into barbarism, or a set of negro States would
arise in our midst, possessing political equality, and enti-

tled to social equality. The division of parties would soon
make the negro members a powerful body in Congress

—

would place some of them in liigh political stations, and
occasionally let one into the exetnitive chair.

It Is in vain to say that this could be endured ; it Is Bim
ply impossible.

What, then, remains to be discussed ?

The negro race is upon us. With a Constitution whic^
held them in bondage, our Federal Union might be pre
served ; but if so holding them in bondage be a thing for

bidden by God and Nature, we cannot lawfully so hok
them, and the Union must perish.

This is the inevitable result of that conflict which has
now reached its climax.

Among us at the north, the sole question for reflection,

study, and friendly interchange of thought should be—Is

negro Slavery unjust? The rational and dispassionate

inquirer will find no difficulty in arriving at my conclu-

sion. U is fit and proper ; it is, in its own nature, aa an
institution, beneficial to both races ; and the effect of tlBi

assertion is not diminished by our admitting that many
faults are practised under it. Is not such the fact in re-

spect to all human laws and institutions ?

I am, gentlemen, with great respect, yours truly,

CUAKLES O'COKOR.

To Messrs. Leitch, Burnet & Co. ; Geo. W. & Jchial Read; BrutE,

Brother & Seaver ; (J. B. Hatch & Co. ; Uavas, Noble 4S: Co. ;

Wesson & Cox ; Cronin, HiirxUial & Sears ; Alwaler, Mulforc
&Co.

HERSCHEL V. JOHNSON

ON SLAVERY IN THE TEERITORIES.
On the 7th of July, 184S, while the bill to

establish the Territorial Government of Oregon
was under consideration in the United States

Senate, the Hon. Herschel V. John.son, then a

member of the Senate, from Georgia, and now
a candidate for Vice-President on the ticket

with Mr. Douglas, made a lengthy speech from
which we extract the following :

It remains now to consider the question involved in

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis-

sippi (Mr. Davis). That question is, whether it is the

duty of Congress to guarantee to the slaveholder, who
shall remove with his salves into the territory of the

United States, the undisputed enjoyment of his property
in them, so long as it continues to be a Territory. Or,

in other words, whether the inhabitants of a Territory,

during their Territorial condition, have the right to pro-

hibit Slavery therein.

For the purpose of this question, it matters not where
the power of legislating for the Territory resides

—

whether exclusively in Congress, or jointly in Congress
and the inhabitants, or exclusively in the inhabitants of

the Territory ; the power is precisely the same—no
greater in the hands of one than the other. In no event,

can the slaveholder of the South be excluded from
settling in such Territory with his property of every
description. If the right of exclusive legislation for the

Territories belongs to Congress, then I have shown that

they have no Constitutional power, either expressed or

implied, to prohibit Slavery therein. But suppose that
Congress have the right to establish a Territorial Gov-
ernment only, and that then, all further governmental
control ceases ; can the Territorial Legislature pass an
act prohibiting Slavery? Surely not. For the mo-
ment you admit the right to organize a Territorial Gov-
ernment to exist in Congress, you admit, necessarily

he subordination of the people of the Territory—their

lependence on this Government for an organic law to

give them political existence. Hence ail their legisla-

tion must be in conformity with the organic law; they
can pass no act in violation of it—none but such as per-

mits. Since, therefore. Congress has no power, as I

have shown, to prohibit Slavery, they cannot delegate
such a power to the inhabitants of the Territory ; they
cannot authorize the Territorial Legislature to do that

which they have no power to do. The stream cannot
rise higher than its source. This is as true in govern-
ments as in physics.

It is idle, however, to discuss this question in this form.

For if Congi-ess possess the power to organize temporary
governments, it must then possess the power to legislate

for the Territories. If they may perform the greater, they

may the less; the major includes the minor proposition.

Hence Congress has, in all cases since the foundation o(

our government, reserved a veto upon the legislation of
the territorial governments; it is absolutely necessary,
in order to restrain them from violations of the Constitu-

tion and infringements of the rights of the States, as joint

owners of the public lands. If, therefore, the act of the

Territorial Government, prohibiting Slavery, should be sent
up to Congress for approval, they would be bound to with-

hold it, upon the ground of its being an act wliich Congress
themselves could not pass.

But suppose the right of legislation for the Territory be
in its inhabitants, can they prohibit Slavery ? Surely iwt

;

and for reasons similar to those which show that Congress
cannot.
The Territories are not independent of, but subordinate

to, the United States ; and therefore their legislation must
be subordinate. Let us look at some of the limitations

which this condition imposes. Under the Constitution,
" No title of nobiUty shall be granted by the United
States ;" " Congress shall make no law respecting the es-

tablishment of religion, or pertaining to the free exercise

thereof; no religious test shall be required as a qualifica-

tion to any office or public trust under the United States,"

etc. It is true, these restrictions do not apply in terms
to the Territories ; but will it be contended for a moment
that they would have the right by legislation to lay these
impositions upon citizens of tlie States who emigrate
thither for settlement ? . . .

Sovereignty follows the ownership of the domain, ana
therefore the sovereignty over the Territories is in the
States in their confederated capacity; hence the reason
that the legislation of Congress, as the agent of the States

respecting the Territories, must be limited by the object
of the trust, the situation and nature of the property to

be administered, and the respective rights of the proper
owners. Now, if the sovereignty over the Ten-itories i?

in the States, and the right of legislation not in Congress,
but in the inhabitants of the Territories, it is evident that
they can have no higher right of legislation than Congress
could have ; they must be bound by limitations just men-
tioned ; and if the prohibition of Slavery in the Tenitories
by Congress be inconsistent with these limitations, its pro-

hibition by the territorial legislature would be so likewise.

If possessing the right of legislation, the inhabitants of

the Territories are bound by the limitations to which I

have alluded, it may be asked, who holds the check upon
their action ? I reply, that it is indispensable for Con-
gress to exercise the veto upon their legislation. Wlio
else shall prevent tlieir passhig laws in violation of tht;

equal rights of the States in tlie Territory, which is the
common property of all ? Without the retention of a veto

upon the legislation of the Territorial Governments, it

would make the inhabitants of the Territory independent
of Congress ; aye, it would establish the proposition, that
the moment you conquer a people they rise superior tu

the government that conqucre. New-Mexico and Califor-
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nla are ours by ti eaty ; but for all the purposes of this ar-
gument, we have acquired them by conquest. To assert,

therefore, that they have the right to legislate over all

subjects—to prohibit Slavery, despite the consent of the
United States—is to say that, by our conquest of them,
they become invested with ri;;hts superior to those of Con-
press. The institution of Slavery is guaraiiteed by the
Constitution of the United States, and it has the mime
protection thrown around it which guards our citizens

against the granting of titles of nobility or the establish-

ment of religion ; there/ore CongrenK would be »•« much,
bound to veto an act of Territorial legislation prohibiting

it, as an act violating these rights of every citizen of the
Republic. . . .

Mr. Mangum.—This is a free Territory (New-*Iexico) I

am now speaking about. Sujipose a North Carolinian emi-
grates to New-Mexico with his slaves ? they must either be
recognized as property, or not ; who has the right to deter-

mine that question ?

Mr. Johnson.—1 think that question has already been
decided by the late treaty (with Mexico;. . . Now, is not
Slaver.v in the United States a political as well as a muni-
cipal institution ? It is municipal, in that its entire control

and coniinuance belong to the State in which it exists ; and
it is political, because it is recognized by the organic law
of the Confederacy, and cannot be changed or altered by
Congress, without an amendment to the Constitution ; and
because it is a fundamental law, that three-fifths of the
slaves are represented in the National Legislature. Being
political, upon the execution of the Treaty of Cession with
Mexico, it extended eo instatiii, over the Territories of

New-Mexico and California. Then, I say, if a fellow-citi-

zen of the Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Mangum)
were to remove with bis slaves into New-Mexico, his right

to their ur'e and service is guaranteed by the Constitution
of the United States, and no power on earth can deprive
him of them, . . It is a misapplication of terms to speak
of prohiljiting Slavery in the territory of the United States.

It already exists in contemplation of law, and the legisla-

tion proposed (prohilntion) amounts t® abolition. . . .

But suppose, Mr. President, j-ou have the right to pro-
Jiibit Slavery in the Territories of the United States, what
high pohtical consideration requires you to exercise it?

All must see, that it camiot be effected without producing
a popular convuUiun which will probably dissolve
this Union.

" CAPITAL SHODLD OWN LABOR."

Mr. Herschel V. Johnson made a speech at a

Democratic meeting in Philadelphia on the 17th

of September, ISSti, in which the newspapers
report him as having said, among other things:

"We believe that capital should own labor ; is there
an.v doubt that there must be a laboring class every-
where ? In all countries and under every form of social
organization there must be a laboring c;a.-s—a class of
men who get their living by the sweat of their brow ; and
then the' e must be another class that controls and di-

rects the capital of tlie country."

MR. Johnson's tjews on popular sovereignty.

After the adjournment of the Democratic
National Convention from Charleston to Balti-

more a Democratic State Convention met at

Milledgeville, Ga., on the 4th of June, to take

action in regard to the secession of most of the

Georgia delegates at Charleston. It seems that

a Business Committee of 24 was appointed, of

which Herschel V. Johnson was one. This

Committee disagreed as to the propriety of ap-

pointing new delegates to Baltimore, the friends

of the Seceders opposing and a few who pre-

ferred to see Douglas elected to a dissolution

of the party, favoring that step ; and the conse-

quence was, that two reports were presented

—

a majority one by twenty members of the
Committee, and a minority one by four mem-
bers which latter division included Herschel
V. Johnson who, as chairman, introduced the
minority report.

The two reports were discussed by various
per.^ons, Mr. Johnnon defending his, and Howell
Cobb, Secretary of the Treasury, acting as pacifi-

cator. The latter gentleman stated that there
was " no difference in the principles enunciated
in both the majority and n)inority reports.
There were only two minor differences ; one
was, that the majority report indorsed the
secession from the Charleston Convention—
while the minority neither indorsed nor com-
mended the action of the Georgia delegates
there."

The result was, that the majority report was
adopted by a vote of 299 to 41, when the
minority, under the lead of Mr. Johnson, se-

ceded, organized another Convention and ap-
pointed a full delegation to Baltimore, who,
after demanding their seats, withdrew their

claims, and retired fi-om the contest before the
Convention had decided the question.

The following is the report presented to the re-

gular Milledgeville Convention by Mr. Johnson:

minority report.

Itesohsed, That we reaffirm the Cincinnati Platformi
with the following additional propositions :

1st. That the citizens of the United States have an equal
right to settle with their property ofany kind, in the
organized Territories of the United States, and that under
the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in
the case of Dred Scott, which we recognize as the correct
exposition of the Constitution in this particular, slwve
pjroperty stands tipon the same footing as all other
descriptions ofproperty , and that neither the General
Governtnent, nor ant Territorial Goversmest, can
destroy or impair the right to slave property in the
common Territories, any more than the right to any other
description of propierty ; that property of all kinds,

slaves as well as any other species of proi^erty, in the
Territories, stand ujion the same equal and broad Consti-

tutional basis, andsulijectto like principles of recognition
and protection in. the hEC,isLi.TiyE, judicial and execu-
tive departments of the Governrnent.

2d. That we will support any man who may be nomi-
nated by the Baltin'.ore Convention, for the Presidency,
who holds the j/rinciples set forth in tlie foregoing pro-
position, and who will give them /a« indorsement, and
that we will not hold ourselves bound to sujiport any man,
who 'may be the nominee, who entertains principles i?i-

consistent with those set forth in the abo\"e proposition,

or uho denies that slave property in the Territories

does stand on an equalfooting, and on the same Consti-
tutional basts of other descriptions ofprnperty.
In view of the fact that a large majority of the delegates

from Georgia felt it to be their duty to withilraw from the
late Democratic Convention at Charleston, tliereljy de-
priving this State of her vote therein, according to the
decision of said Convention.
Resolved, That this Convention will appoint twenty

delegates—four from the State at large, and two from
each Congressional District—to represent tlie Democratic
party of Georgia, in the adjourned Conventional Balti-

more, on the l8th inst., and that said delegates be and
they are herebj' instructed to present the foregoingpro-
positions, and as/r their adojiiion by the Xatiimal
Democratic Convention. Hursciiel V. Johxsox,

Thos. p. Saffoid,
H. K. McCat,
A. COLTARD.
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TREASON AND DISUNION AVOWED.

In 185(i, as now, many of the leading States-

men and editors of the Democratic party in the

SoutJ^ern States uttered predictions of Disunion,

made arguments for Disunion and very solemn
threats of Disunion in case they should be

beaten in the Presidential Election. Mr. Siidell,

Senator from Louisiana, and the particular

friend and chiimpiou of Mr. Buchanan, declared

in 1856 that " if Fremont should be elected,

the Union would be dissolred." Mr. Toombs,
of Georgia, said " that in such an event the

Union would be dissolved, and ought to be dis-

solved '' Mr. Butler, of S. C, a leading mem-
ber of the U. S. Senate and chairman of the

Judiciary Committee in 18.56, said:

When Fremont is elected, we must rely upon what
ws have—a good State Uovernraent. Every Governor of

the South should call the Legislature of his State to-

gether, and have measures of tlie South decided upon.

1/ they did not, and submit to the degradation, they

would dexerve thefate of slaves. I should advise my
Legislature to go at the tap of the drum.

Mr. Keitt, of S. C. , made a fiery speech at

Lynchburgli, Va., in 1856 and in view of the

apprehended election of Col. Fremont, ex-

claimed:

I tell you now, that '.' Eremont is elected, adherence
to the Uiiion,i>i treason to liberty. (Loud cheers.) I

tell you now, that the southern man who will submit to

his election is a traitor and a coward. (Enthusiastic

cheers.)

This speech was indorsed as " sound doc-

trine " by the Hon. John B. Floyd, of Va., now
Mr. Buchanan's Secretary of War.

Mr. Preston S. Brooks was complimented for

his attempted (and nearly successful) assassi-

nation of Senator Sumner, by a'n ovation at the

hands of his constituents at which Senators But-

ler, S. C , and Toombs, of Georgia, assisted.

The hero of the day, Mr. Brooks, made a speech

oil the occasion from which the following is an
extract

;

AVe have the issue upon us now ; and how are we to

meet it? I tell you, fellow-citizens, from the bottom of

my heart, that the only mode which I think available for

meeting it i-'ijuM to ie^tr the Constitution of the United
Slates, trample it under foot, and form a Southern
Confederacy every State of which will be a slavehold-
ing State. Loud and prolonged cheers) I believe it,

as I stand in the face of my Maker ; I believe it on my
responsibility to you iis your honored representative,

that the only hope of the South is in the South, and
i/utt the only available means of making that hope
effective is to cut asunder the bonds that tie ii-s to-

gether, and take our separate position in the family
ofnations. These are ray opinions. They have always
been my opinions. / have been a disunion ist from
the tim,e I could think. . . .

Now, felluw-citizens, I have told you very frankly
and undisguisedly, that I believe the only hope of the
South is in dissolving the bondu which connect us with
the Oovermnen1r—in separating the living body front
the dead carcass. If I was the cnrwmander of an army,
I ntiver would post a sentinel who would not sioear
Uiat Slavery is right.'" . . .

I speak on my individual re.<ponsibility : Jf F>-emont
he elected President of the United States, I airt for the

people in their inajenty rising above the low and
leaders, taking the power into their oic-n hand.\, going

bv concert or not by concert, and laying tlie strong

arm of southernfreemen upon the Treasury and ar*
chives of the Government. (Applause.)

The Charleston " Mercury," the recognized
organ of the South Carohna Democracy, in a
recent article says

:

Upon the policy of dissolving the Union, of separat-
ing the South from her northern enemies, a >id estab-
lishing a southern Confederacy, parties, prexsei, poli-
ticians, and p'ople, are a unit. There is not a single
public man in her linhif.s, not one ofher present repre-
sentatives or senators in Congress who is not pledged
to the lips infavor ofdisunion. Indeed, we well remem-
ber that one of the most prominent leaders of the coupe-
ration party, when taunted with submission, rebuked the
thought by saying, " thai in oj^posing secession, he only
took a step backward to strike a blow mo>'e deadly
against the Union.''''

In the autumn of 1856, Henry A. Wise, then

Governor of Virginia, told the people of that

State that

—

The South could not, without degradation, submit to

the election of a Black Republican President. To tell

me we should submit to the election of a Black Republi-
can, under circumstances like these, is to tell me that
Virginia and the fourteen Slave States a:e already subju-
gated and degraded, [cheers ;] that the soutlieni people
are without spirit, and without purpose to defend the
rights they know and dare not maintain. [Cheers.] If

you submit to the election of FiemoHt, j'ou will prove
what Seward and Burlingame said to be true—that the
South cannot be kicked out of the Union.

During the Presidential campaign of 1856, the

Washington correspondent of the "Xew Orleans

Delta," a journal high in the confidence of the
Pierce administration, wrote :

It is already arranged, in the event of Fremont's
election, or a failure to elect b.y the people, to call the
Legislatures of Virginia, South Carolina and Georgia '!o

concert measures to withdraw fiom the Union before
Fremont can get possession of the Army and navy and
the purse-strings of government. Governor Wise is ac-
tively at work already in the matter. The South can
rely on the President in the emergency ci>n.'em,plated.

The question now is, whether the people of .le South will

sustain their leaders.

At a Union meeting recently lu'ld at Knos-
ville, Tenn., Judge Daily, foruierly of Georgia,
m.'ide a violent southern speech, in the course of
which he said

:

During the Presidential contest. Governor Wise had ad-
dressed letters to all the southern governors, and that
the one to the Governor of Florida had been shown
him, in inhich Gov. Wise said he had 071 army i7i read-
iness to prevent Fremontfrom taking his seat if elect-

ed, and asking the coiiperation of those to whom he
wrote :

Ciiarles J. Faulkner, formerly a Ri>pres.'ura-

tive ic Congress from Viiginia, Cliaiinian ofiiie

Democratic Coiigressioiiiil Committee, isi 1856,

and now Mini.ster to France, at a recent Demo-
cratic meeting held in Virginia, over which lie

presided, said

:

When that noble and gallant son of Virginia, Hjnry .K.

Wise, ileclared, as was said he did in October, 1S66, tli;it

if Fremont should be elected, he would skizk tiik Nt-
TIO AL ARSKNAL AT HARPER'S FEKRV, hoW few WOUlll, at

that time, have justilied so bohl and decided a measure ?

It is tliefo-tune (f some great and gified minds to set

far in advance o.f their contemporaries Should WU
liam H. Seward be elected in ISliO, where is the man now
In our midst, who -poiild not callfor th^ imjieachrneni

of a Governor oj Virginia who would silently sufftr
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that arinory to pass under the control of such an Ex-
ecutive, head ?

The Richmond Enquirer, long one of the

leading exponents of tlie Southern Democracy,
in commenting on the murderous assault on
Senator Sumner, said :

Sumner, and Sumner's friends, must be punished and si-

lenced Either such wretches must be hung or put in the

penitentiiiry, or the South should prepare at once to quit

tlie Union.
If Fremont is elected, the Union will not last an hour

after Mr. Pierce's term exjjires.

If Fremont is elected, it will be the duty of the South
to dissolve the Union and form a Southern Confederacy.
Let the South present a compact and undi^nded front.

Let her, if possible, detach Pennsylvania and southern
Oiiio, southern Indiana, and southern Illinois, from the

North, and make the higlilands between the Ohio and the

lakes the dividing line. Let the South treat with Califor-

nia ; and, if necessary, ally herself with Russia, with Cuba,
and Brazil.

Senator Iverson, of Georgia, in a speech made
to his constituents previous to the assembling of

the second session of the S6th Congress, said

:

Slavery mvnt he maintained—in the Union, ifpos-
sible; out of it if necessary ; peaceably, if we tnay,
forcibly if %ce must. .

In a confederated government of their own, the South-
ern States would enjoy sources of wealth, prosperity, and
power, unsurpassed by any nation on earth. No neutra-
lity laws would restrain our adventurous sons. Oui' ex-

panding policy would stretch far beyond present limits.

Central America would join her destmy to ours, and so

would Culja, now withheld from us by the voice and votes

of Abolition enemies.

During the late memorable contest for Speaker,

the same Senator remarked, as follows:

Sir, I will tell you what I would do, if I had the control

of the southern members of this House and the other, when
you elect John Sherman. If I had control of the public

sentiment, the very moment you elect John Sherman,
tlius giving to the South the example of insult as well as

injury, I would walk, evei-y one of us, out of the Halls of

this Capitol, and consult our constituents ; and I would
never enter again until I was bade to do so by those who
had the right to control rae. Sir, I go further than that.

I would counsel my constituents instantly to dissolve all

political ties with a party and a people who thus trample
on our rights. That is what I would do.

In an elaborate speech delivered later in the

session by the same Senator, he said

:

Sir, there is but one path of safety to the South ; but
one mode of preserving her institution of domestic Slavery

;

and that is a confederacy of States having no incongruous
and opposing elements—a confederacy of Slave States

alone, with homogeneous language, laws, interests, and in-

stitutions. Under such a confederated Republic, with a
Constitution which should shut out the approach and en-

trance of all incongruous and conflicting elements, which
should protect the institution from change, and keep the
whole nation ever bound to its preservation, by an un-
changeable fundamental law, the fifteen Slave States, with
their power of expansion, would present to the world the
most free, prosperous, and happy nation on the face of the
wide earth.

Sir, with these views, and with the firm conviction which
I have entertained for many years, and which recent events
have only seemed to confirm, that the " UTepressible con-
flict " between the two sections must and will go on, and
with accumulated speed, and must end, in the Union, with
the total extinction of African Slavery in the southern
States, that I have announced my determination to ap-
prove and urge the southern States to dissolve the Union
upon the election of a Black Republican to the Presidency
of the United States, by a sectional northern party, and
upon a platform of opposition and hostility to southern
Slavery.

Senator Brown, of Mississippi, in a recent

fpeech to his constituents, said :

Jwant Cuba ; I want Tamaulipas, Potosi, and one or
two other Mexican States ; and / want them, all for tlie

same reason—for the phmting and spreading of Sla-
very. And a footing in Central America will powerfully
aid us in acf|uiring those other States. Yes ; Iwantthese
countriesfor the spread of Slavery. I wouM spread

the blessings of Slavery, likf the religion of o^ir Divine
Master, to the uttermost end.s of the eartii ; and, rebel-
lious and wicked as the Yankees have been, I would eve<n

extend it to them
Whether we can obtain the Territory while the Union

lasts, I do not know; I fear we cannot. But I would make
an honest effort, and if we failed, I would po out of tha
Union, and try It there. I speak plainly— I would make 8
refusal to acquire territory, because it was to be slave ter
ritory, a cause for disunion, just as I would make the refu-

sal to admit a new State, because it was to be a Slave State,
a cause for disunion
The election of Mr. Seward, or any other man of h'n

party, is not, per se, justifiable ground for dissolving the
Union. But the act of putting the Government in the
hands of men who mean to use it for our subjugation, ought
to be resisted, even to the disruption of every tie tiiat

binds us to the Union.

Jefferson Davis, U. S. Senator from Mi.>si.'^

sippi, in an address to the people of his State,

July 6, 18o9, said:

For myself, I say, as I said on a former occasion. In

the contingency of the election of a President on the
platform of Mr. Seward's Rochester speech, let the Union
be dissolved. Let the "great, but not the greatest of

evils," come.

Mr. Clay, of Alabama, in a recent speech in

the Senate, contemplating the pos.^ible defeat of

his party in the coming Presidential contest,

said :

I make no predictions, no promise for ray State;
but, in conclusion, will only say. that if she is faithful to

the pledges she has made and principles she has pro-
fessed—if she is true to her own interest and her own
honor—if she is not recreant to all that State pride, in-

tegrity and duty demand—she will never submit to your
authority. I will add, that unless she and all the
southern States of this Union, with perhaps but two, or,

at most, three exceptions, are not faithless to the pledges
they have given, they will never submit to the govern-
ment of a Preaident professing yo r politicalfaith
and. elected, ly your sectional majority.

When Mr. Clay had taken liis seat, Mr. Gwin,
of California, made a speech in which he de-

clared it as " the inevitable result that the

South would prepare for resistance in the event

of the election of a Republican President."

On the 24th of January, 1S60, the Hon.
Robert Toombs, of Georgia, made a violent

speech in the Senate, on Mr. Douglas' Resolu-

tion directing the Judiciary Committee to re-

port a bill for the protection of each State and
Territory against invasion from any other State

or Territory. Mr. Toombs comnu'uced his

speech by the announcement; that the cotmtry
was in the midst of civil war, adding, " 1 I'et-l

and know that a large body of these Senators
are enemies of my country." Mr. Toombs pro
ceeded in an elaborate and vituperative speech

to prove that the people of the North had vio-

lated the Constitution, by refusing to capture

and return fugitive slaves to their masters in

the South.

Sir, I have but little more to add—nothing for myselt
I feel that I have no need to pledge my poor services to

tliis great cause—to my country. Sly State has spoken
for herself. Nine years ago a convention of her people
met and declared that her connection with this govern-
ment depended upon the faithful execution of this fughive
slave law, and her full enjoyment of equal rights in the

common Territories. I have shown that tlie one contin-

gency has already arrived ; the other waits only the suc-

cess of the Republican party in the approaclii/ig Prtsiiien-

tial election. I was a member of tliat convention, and
stood then and now pledged to its action. I have faitli-

fully labored to avert these calamities. I will yet lal)or

until this last contingency happens, faithfully, honestly,

and to the best of my poor aldlities. V\'heu that thiie

comes, freemen of Georgia redeem your pledge; I am
ready to redeem mine. Your honor is involved—your
faith is plighted. I know you feel a stam as a wound;
your peace, your social system, your firesidea are ip
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volved. Jfever permit tM/i Federal Govertiment to 1 1 tliink I speak the sentiments of my own constituents an»k

pass intothetraitorous handa of the Black Republican I the State of South Carolina, when I say so.

party. It has ah-eady declared war against you and your I w r;p„„f„„/| of (rPort^i.T. said •

Institutions. It every day commits acts of war against
j

^^^- ^^awiora, 01 ueor^ia, saiu .

you : it has already compelled you to arm for your de- . Now, in regard to the election of a Black Republican

Tense. Listen to " no vain babblings," to no treacherous President, I have this to say, and I speak the sentiment ol

jargon about "overt acts;" they have already been com- 1 every Democrat on this floor from the State of Georgia

mitted. Defend yourselves ; the enemy is at your door

;

wait not to meet Idm at the hearthstone—meet him at the

door-sill, and drive him from the temple of liberty, or pull

down its pillars and involve him in a common ruin.

Senator Clingman, of North Carolina, in a re-

cent speech, says that " there are hundreds of

disunionists in the South now, where there was
not one ten years ago," and that in some of the

States the men who would willingly see the

Union dissolved are in the majority. In con-

sidering the proper cause for disunion, Mr.

Clingman continues

:

In my judgment, the election of the Presidential can-

didate of the Black Republican party will furnish that

cause. . . .

No other " overt act" can so imperatively demand re-

sistance on our part as the simple election of their candi-

date. Their organization is one of avowed hostility, and
they come against us as enemies. . . .

The objections are not personal merely to this Senator

(Mr. Seward), but apply equally to any member of the

party elected by it. It has, in fact, been suggested that,

as a matter of prudence, for the first election they should

choose a southern free-soiler. Would the Colonies have
submitted more willingly to Benedict Arnold than to Lord
CornwaUia ?

Mr. Curry, of Alabama, a member of the

House of Representatives, in a recent speech,

says

:

However distasteful it may be to my friend from New
York (Mr. Clark), however much it may revolt the public

sentiment or conscience of this country, I am not ashamed
or afraid publicly to avow that tho election of William H.
Seward or Salmon P. Chase, or any such representative of

the Republican party, upon a sectional platform, ought to

be resisted to the disruption of everj^ tie that binds this

Confederacy together. (Applause on the Democratic
side of the House.)

Mr. Pugh, of the same State, made a speech

in the House, in which he said

:

If, with the character of the Government well defined,

and the rights and privileges of the parties to the compact
clearly asserted by the Democratic party, the Black Re-
publicans get possession of the Government, then the

question is fully presented, whether the Southern States

will remain in the Union, as subject and degraded colo-

nies, or will they withdraw and estalilish a Southern Con-
federacy of coecjual homogeneous sovereigns?

In my judgment, the latter is the only course compati-
ble with ti\e iionor, equality, and safety of the South; and
the sooner it is known and acted upon the better for all

parties to the compact.
The truest conservatism and wisest statesmanship de-

mand a speedy termination of all association with such
confederates, and the formation of another Union of

States, homogeneous in population, institutions, interests,

and pursuits.

Mr. Moore, of the same State, said

:

I do not concur with the declaration made yesterday
by the gentleman from Tennessee, that the election of a
Black Republican to the Presidency was not cause for a
dissolution of the Union. Whenever a President is elected

by a fanatical majority at the Nortli, those whom I repre-
sent, as I believe, and the gallant State which I in part
represent, are ready, let the consequences be what they
may. to fall back on their reserved rights, and say, " As
to this Union, we have no longer any lot or part in it."

Mr. Bonham, a member of the House from
South Carolina, said

:

As to disunion, upon the election of a Black RepUbli-

caii, I can speak for no one but myself and those I have
here the honor to represent ; and I say, \4'ithout hesitation,

that, upon the election of Mr. Seward, or any other man
who indorses and proclaims tlie doctrines helil by him and
liis party—call him by what name you please — I am in

favor of an immediate dissolution of the Union. And, sir.

we will never submit to the inauguration of a Black Re-
publican President. (Applause from the Democratic
benches, and hisses from the Republicans.) I repeat it,

sir—and I have authority to say so—that no Democratic
representative from Georgia on tldt^ floor will ever submit
to the inauguration of a Black Republican President.

(Renewed applause and hisses.) . . ._ The most con-

fiding of them a-1 are, sir, for " equality in the Union or
independence out of it ;" having lost all hope in the
former, I am for " independence now and isdependeijcb
FOREVER !"

Mr. Gartrell, of the same State, said :

Just so sure as the Republican party succeeds in elect-

ing a sectional man, upon their sectional, Anti-Slavery
platform, breathing destruction and death to the rights of

my people, just so sure, in my judgment, the time will

have come when the South must and will take an unmis-
takable and decided action, and that then, " he who
dallies is a dastard, and he who doubts is damned." I
need not tell what I, as a Southern man, will do—I think
I may safely speak for the masses of the people of Georgia
—that when that event happens, they, in my judgment,
will consider it an overt act, a declaration of war, and
meet immediately in convention, to take into considera-
tion the mode and measure of redress. Tliat is my posi-

tion ; and if that be treason to the Government, make the
most of it.

Mr. McRae, formerly Governor of Mississippi,

now a member of the House of Representatives,

recently spoke in that body as follows

:

I said te my constituents, and to the people at the
capital of ray State, on my way here, that if such an
Event did occur, while it would be their duty to determine
the course which the State would pursue, it would be my
privilege to counsel with them as to w ,.;it I believed to be
the proper course; and I said to them, what I say now,
and will always say in such an event, tliat my counsel
would be to take independence out of tlie Union in pre-

ference to the loss of constitutional rights, and conse-

quent degradation and dishonor in it. That is my posi-

tion, and it is the position which I know the Democratic
party of the State of Mississippi will maintain.

Mr. De Jarnette, a member of the House
from Virginia, says

:

Tims William H. Seward stands before the country a
perjured traitor ; and yet that man, witli hands stained
Willi llie blood of our citizens, we are asked to elect Pre-
sident of the United States. You may elect liiiu President

of the North, but of the Poutli never. Whatever the

event may be, others may differ ; but Virginia, in view
of her ancient renown, in view of her illustrious dead,
and in view of her sio semper ii/raiinis, will resist his

authority. I have donc^

Mr. Leake, also of Virginia, declares :

Virginia has the right, when she pleases, to withdraT
from the Confederacy. (Applause from the Democratic
benches.) . . . Tnat is iier doctrine. We will not
fight in the Union, but quit it tlie instant we think proper
to do so.

Mr. Singleton, of Mississippi, says

:

You ask me when will the time (for disunion) come;
when will the South be united ? It will be when you
elect a Black Republican—Hale, Seward, or Chase—Pre-
sident of the United States. Whenever you undertake
to place such a man to preside over the destinies of the
South, you may expect to see us undivided and indivisi-
ble friends, and to see all parties of the South arrayed to
resist his inauguration.
We can never quietly stand by and permit the control

of the army and navy to go into the hands of a Black
Republican President.

Gov. Letcher, of Virginia, in his recent mG»3-

sage to the Legislature of his State, avows the
rankest disunion and revolutionary sentiments.

In this document, he declares that if a Repub-
lican Presiden Is elected in I860,

It is useless to attempt to conceal the f ict that, in the
present temper of iheSuutiierii p -oiile, ii cannot be and
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will not le stihmiUtd to. The " irrepressible conflict"
JdCtrjue, aniiounceil and advocated by the ablt^st and
niosi (listingui^tied leader of the Kepublican liarty, is an
open lieclaration of war against the institution of African
Blavery, where-ver it exists; and I would be disloyal to
VhKina and liie Snutb if I did not declare that the
election of such a man, entertaining such sentiments,
and advocating such doctrines, ought to he rfsisled by
tlie slaveholding States. Tlie idea of permitting such a
man to have llie control and direction of the army and
navy of ihe United States, and the appointment of high
judicial and executive officers, postmasl^ers included,
cannot be entertained by the Southfor a moment.

The Hon. William L. Yancy, a leading and
prominent Democratic politician of Alabama,
and formerly member of Congress from that
State, wrote the following letter in 1858, which
the Washington States, a Democratic Journal,
recently published under the title of the " Scar-
let Letter :"

Montgomery, Jime 15, 1858.
Dear Sir: Your kind favor of the 15th is re-

ceived.
I hardly agree with you that a general movement

can be made that will clear out the Augean stable. If
the Democracy were overthrown, it would result in giv-
ing place to a greater and hungrier swarm of flies.

The remedy of the South is not in such a process. It
is in a diligent organization of her true men for prompt
resistance to the next aggression. It must come in the
nature of things. No national party can save us ; no
sectional party can ever do it. But if we could do as
our fathers did—organize committees of safety all over
the Cotton States (and it is only in them tliat we can
hope for any effective movement)—we shall fire the
Southern heart, instruct the Southern mind, give cou-
rage to each other, and at the propkr moment, tycwie
organized concerted action, we can precipitate the
Cotton Stitte-8 into a revolution.
The idea has been shadowed forth in the South by

Mr. lluffin
; has been, taken un and recommended in

The Advertiaer (Published at Montgomery. Alabama),
under the name of " League of United Southerners," who,
keeping up their old party relations on all other ques-
tions, will hold the Southern issue paramount, and will
influence parties, legislatures, and statesmen. I have no
time to enlarge, but to suggest merely.

In haste, yours, etc., W. L. Tanckt.
To Jamus S. Slaughter, Esq.

The Montgomery (Ala.) Confederation thus
gives the record of the leading secession dele-
gates from the Charleston Convention from
iliMt State. It says :

No one can be deceived as to what are the objects
of the Charleston Convention. Listen to what their men
Bay:
" I want the Cotton States precipitated into a revolu-

tion."— Wm.L. Yancey.
" If I had the power, I would dissolve this Govern-

ment in two minutes."— t/". T. Morgan.
" Let us break up this rotten, stinking, and oppressive

Government."— (Jeo^'gre Guyle.
" Resistance ! Resistance to death against the Gov-

ernment is what we want now."—X»a-»jti Hubbard.

AN ANTI-SLATERT VIEW OF DISUNION.

The following Resolutions, prepared by Wm.
Lloyd Garrison, were adopted at a Convention
of the non-voting Abolitionists (better known
as Garrisonians), at Albany, New-York, ou the
2d of February, 1859 :

Wherfoa (to quote the languags of John Qiuncy Adams),

"The bargain between Freedom and Slavery contained in
the Constitution of the United States, is morally and po-
litically vicious, inconsistent with the principles' on which
alone our Revolution can be justified ; cruel and ojiprcB-
sive, by riveting the chains of Slavery ; and grossly une-
qual and impolitic, l.y admitting that Slaves are at once
enemies to be ke|)t in suhjiition, projjerty to he secured
and returned to their owm-rs, and persons not to be rejire-
sented themselves, but for whom their masters are privi-
leged with nearly a dout)le share of ri presentation ;" and

Wliercas (to quote the language of Wm. Ellery Chan-
ning) "We :n the Free States cannot lly from the shame
or guilt of the Institution of Slavery, while there are pro-
visions of the Constitution binding us to give it support.
On this subject our fathers, in framing the Constitution,
swerved from the rigiit. We, their children, see the- path
of duty more clearly than they, and must walk in it. No
blessings of the Union can be a comjtensation for taking
part in the enslaving of our fellow-creatures;" and

Whereas (to quote the language of Jo.siah Quincy, Sen.\
" The arm of the Union is the very sinew of the suljjectiob
of the Slaves ; it is the Slaveliolder's main strength ; its

continuance is his forlorn hope ;" and
Whereas (to quote the language of Mr. Undei-wood, of

Kentucky, as uttered on the floor of Congres.s), "The Dis-
solution of the Union, making the Ohio River and Mason
and DLxon's line the boundary line, i.s the Dissolution of
Slavery. It had been the common practice for Southern
men to get up on this iloor and say, 'Touch this subject
and we will Dissolve the Union as a remedy.' Their re-
medy was the destruction of the thing whicli thoy wished
to save, and any sensilde man could see it ;" and

Whereas (to quote tlie language of Mr. Arnold, of Ten.
nessee, on the same occasion), " The South has nothing to
rely on, if the Union be Dissolved ; for, sujiposing that
Dissolution to be effected, a million of Slaves are ready to
rise and strike for Freedom at the first tap of the drum :"

therefore,

1. Resolved, That in advocating the Dissolution of the
Union, the Abolitionists are justified by every precept of
the Gospel, by every principle of morality, by every claim
of humanity ; that such a Union is a " Covenant with
Death," which ought to be annulled, and " an agreement
with Hell," which a just God cannot permit to stand ; and
that it is the imperative and paramount duty of all whc
would keep their souls from blood-guiltiness, to deliver the
oppressed out of the hand of the spoiler, and usher in the
day of Jubilee ; to seek its immediate overthrow by all

righteous instrumentalities.

2. Resolved, That (to quote the language of William H.
Seward) " they who think this agitation is accidental, un-
necessary, the work of interested or fanatical agitatorc,
and therefore ephemeral, mistake the case altogether : it

is an Irrepressible Conflict between opposing and enduring
forces and it means that the United States must and will,

sooner or later, become either entirely a Slaveholding
Natior or entirely a Free Labor Nation. It is the failure
to app/ehend this great truth that induces so many un-
successful attempts at final Compromise between the Free
and Slave States ; and it is the existence of this great fact
that renders all such pretended Compromises, when made,
vain and ephemeral." Therefore,

3. Resolved, That no matter how sincerely or zealously
any Political Party may be struggling with side issues, in
relation to Slavery, to prevent its extension, or otherwise
cripple its power, while standing within the Union and
sanctioning its Pro-Slavery Compromises, and refusing to
attack the Institution itself, its position is morally inde-
fensible ; it rests upon a sandy foundation ; its testimonies
are powerless, and its example fatal to the cause of lib-

erty : hence we cannot give it any support.
4. Resolved, That " better a thovisand times that all

North America should be obliterated by a concuiTence of
the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, as a dead, revenging sea
over buried Cities, than that we, after all our light and
Liberty, should live only by removing the truth that gave
us being, or should set the example to a terrified and
struggling world of a Nation claiming and daring to exist

only by sustained and sanctified oppression."
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THE PO\YER OF THE SUPREME COURT.

In vieAV of the Drcd Scott dicta and otlier en-
croachments upon the Liberties of the People
and the rights of the States, that may well be
apprehended from future decisions of a Federal
partisan Judiciary, the opinions of the leaders of
the old Jcffersonian Republican party on the

powers and duties of the Supreme Court become
matter of public interest.

OPINIONS OP THOMAS JEFFERSON.

In a letter to John Adams, dated Sept. 11,

180-1, Mr. Jefferson says :

You seemed to think that it devolved on the Judges to

decide on the validity of tlie Sedition Law. But nothliig in

the Constitution has given them a right to decide for the
Executive, more than the Executive to decide for them.
Both magistrates are equally independent in the sphere of

action assigned to them. The Judges, believing the law
constitutional, had a right to pass a sentence of fine and
impi'isonment, because the j)ower was placed in their

hands by the Constitution. But the Executive, believing
the law to be unconstitutional, were bound to remit the
execution of it, because that power had been confided to

thtm by the Constitution."

Again, in a letter to Judge Roane, dated
Poplar Forest, Sept. 6, 1819, Mr. Jefferson re-

marlis

:

In denying tlie right they usurp in exclusively ex-
plaining the Constitution, I go further than you do, if I
understand rightly your quotation fi-om the Federalist,
of an opinion that " The Judiciary is the last resort in re-
lation to the other departments of the Government, but
not in relation to the rights of the parties to the compact
under which the Judiciary is derived." If this opinion be
sound, then indeed is our Constitution a complete /ei!o de
se. For intending to establish three departments, coordi-
nate and independent, that they might check and balance
one another, it has given, according to this opinion, to one
of them alone tlie right to prescribe rules for the govern-
ment of the others, and to that one, too, which is unelected
by and independent of the nation The Consti-
tution, on this h}'l>othesis, is a mere thing of wax, in the
hands of the Judiciary,which they may twist and shape Into
any form they please. It should be remembered, as an eter-

nal truth in politics,that whatever power in any government
is independent, is absolute also ; intlieory only at first,while
the spirit of the people is up, but in practice as fast aa that
relaxes. Independence can be trusted nowhere but with
the people in mass. They are inherently independent of
ail but moral law. My construction of the Constitution is

very diHerent from that you quote. It is that each de-
partment is truly independent of the others, and has an
equal right to decide for itself what is the meaning of the
Constitution in the cases submitted to its action, and espe-
cially where it is to act ultimately and without appeal.

In a letter to Mr. Jarvis, dated Monticello,
Sept. 28, 1820, Mr. Jefferson says:

.... You seem, in pages 84 and 148, to consider
the Judges as the ultimate arbiters of all constitutional
questions—a very dangerous doctrine indeed, and one
which would place us under the despotism of an oligarchy.
Our judges are as honest as other men, and not more so.

They have, with others, tlie same passions for party, for
power, and the privilege of their corps. Their maxim is,
" banijudicis est ampliarejurisdictionetn" and their
power the more dangerous as they are in office for life,

and not responsible, as the other functionaries are, to the
elective control. The Constitution has erected no such
single tribunal, knowing that, to whatever hands confided,
with the corruptions of time and party, its members would
oecome despots. It has more wisely made all the depart-
ments co-equal and co-sovei«ign within themselves.

Under date of Montecello, Dec. 25, 1820, be

writes to Thomas Ritchie as follows

:

.... The Judiciary of the United States is the

subtle corps of sappers and miners constantly working
under-ground to undermine the foundations of our con-

federated faliric. They are construing our Constitution
from a courdiiiation of a general and special government
to a general and supreme one alone.

On the 18th of August, 1821, Mr. Jefferson

writes to Mr. C. Hammond, as follows

:

It has long, however, been my opinion, and I have
never shrunk fiom its expression, that the germ of disso-

lution of our Federal Government is in the constitution

of the Federal Judiciary—an irresponsible body, work-
ing like gravity by night and by day, gaining a little to-

day and a little to-morrow, and advancing its noiseless

step, like a thief, over the field of jurisdiction, until all

shall be usurped from the States, and the Government of

all be consoUdated into one. To this I am opposed ; be-

cause, when all government, domestic and foreign, in

little as in great things, shall be drawn to Washington as

the centre of all power, it will render )/owerless the
checks provided of one Government on another, and will

become as venal and oppressive as the Government from
which we separated. It will be as in Eurojie, where
every man must be either Dike or gudgeon, haumier or
anvil. Our functionaries and theirs are wares from the
game workshop, made of the same materials, and by the
same hand. If the States look with apathy on this silent

descent of their Government into the gulf which is to

swallow all, we have only to weep over the human char-
acter, formed uncontrollable but bj' a rod of iron, and
the blasphemers of man as incapable of self-government,
become his true historians.

In a letterto Judge Johnson, dated Monticello,

March 4, 1820, he says

—

I cannot lay down my pen without recurring to one of

the subjects of my former lette.-, for, in truth, there is no
danger I apprehend so much as the consolidation of our
Government by the noiseless, and therefore unalarming,
instrumentality of the Supreme Court. This is the form
in which Federalism now arrays itself.

In a letter dated June 12, same year, he says,

The practice of Judge Marshall, of traveUngout of his

case to prescribe what the law would be in a moot case
not before the court is very irregular and very cen-
surable.

In writing to Mr. W. H. Torrance , June 11,

1815, Mr. Jefferson says :

The second question, whether the judges are invested
with exclusive authority to decide on the constitutionality

of a law, has been heretofore a subject of consideration
witJi me in the exercise of otlicial duties. Certainly
there is not a word in the Constitution which has given
that pcwer to them more than to the Executive or Legis-

lative branches. Questions of property, of character,
and of crime, being ascribed to tlie jurjges through a
definite course of legal proceeding, laws involving such
questions, belong, of course, to them ; and as they decide
on them ultimately, and without ap])eal, tljey, of course,
decide for theinseli). s. The constitutional validity of the

law or laws again pi escri))ing executive action, and to

be administered by that branch ultimately, and without
appeal, the Executive must decide for theniHelves, also,

whether, under the Constitution, they are valid or not.

So also, as to laws governing the proceedings of the Leg-
islature, that body umst judge/y/- Hself the constitution-

ality of the law, and equally withsut appeal or control

from its coordinate branches. And, in general, the

branch which is to act ultimately, and without appeal oii

any law, is the rightful expositor of the validity of tlie

law, uncontrolled by the opinions of the other coordi-

nate authorities.
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John Taylor, of Caroline, Va., who used in

his day to speak and write " as one having

authority "in the old Jeifersonian Republican

party, in an essay entitled " New Views of the

Constitution," says

:

The perseverance of the gentleman In favor of a
National Government proves that the subject was tho-

roughly considered ; and the solemn preference of the

Federal form demonstrates that no construction by
which the preference will be frustrated can be just.

Its basis was State sovereignty, compatible with a fede-

ral limited Government, but incompatible with a su-

preme National Government. Hence State Sovereignty
was denied by the gentlemen who proposed a National
government. This sovereignty is the foundation of all

jhe powers reserved to the States. Unless they are sus-

tained by it, they are baseless. State legislative, ex-

ecutive, and judicial powers, must all or none flow from
this source. All are necessary to sustain the State Re-
publican Governments. Subject either to a master,
»nd the others become subject to the same master. If

ttie State judicial power, as flowing from State sov-
leignty, is not independent. State legislative and ex-

»cutive power cannot be independent, because all rest

upon the same foundation ; and because if a supreme
federal Judiciary can control State Courts, it can also

control State Legislatures and Executives. Thus a
federal form of Government would be rejected, though
it was established, and a National Government would be
established, though it was rejected. ....
The legal features of the Constitution, in relation to

judges, is expressed in the sixth article : "The Con-
stitution is the supreme law of the land, and the
judges in every State are to be bound thereby."
Can the judgments of the Federal court be a su-
preme law over this supreme law? Is there no dif-

ference between the supremacy of a Federal court
over inferior Federal courts, and the supremacy of the
Constitution over all courts? The supremacy of the
Constitution is a guaranty of the independent powers,
within their respective spheres, allowed by the Federal-
ist to the State and Federal Governments. A supre-
macy in the court might abridge or alter these spheres.
The State judges are bound by the Constitution and by
an oath to obey the supremacy of the Constitution, and
not even required to obey the supremacy of the Federal
court. Why are all the departments of the State and
Federal Governments equally bound to obey the supre-
macy of the Constitution ? Because the State and Fe-
deral Governments were considered as checking or
balancing departments. Had either been considered as
subordinate to a supremacy in the other, it would have
been tyrannical to require it by an oath to support the
supremacy of the Constitution, and also to break that
oath by yielding to the usurped supremacy of the other.

During the administration of John Adams,
ihe Judiciary system was remodeled in such
way as to create a large number of Circuit

Judgeships, and to make the Supreme Court
simply a Court of Appeal from the inferior

jurisdictions. After the election of TVIr. Jeffer-

son, with a Republican (Democratic) majority
in Congress the act was repealed.

During the debate in the Senate, which was
protracted, on this repeal bill, Mr. Jackson
of Georgia, said

:

We have been asked if we are afraid of having an
army of judges ? For myself, I am more afraid of an
army of judges under tlie patronage of the President,
than of an army of soldiers. The former can do us
more harm. ' They may deprive us of our liberties, if

attached to the Executive, from their decisions ; and
from the tenure of office contended for, we cannot re-

move them; while the soldier, however he may act, is

enlisted, or if not enlisted, only subsisted for two years
;

whilst the judge is enlisted for life, for his salary cannot
be taken from him.

—

iSee Annali of Congress, liX>l-1,

page 47.

During the same discussion, Mr. Mason, of

Virginia, sui'l :

The objects of courts of law, as I understand them,
are to settle questions of right between suitors, to en-
force obed.ence to the laws, and to protect the citizene

agaiiisl the oppressive use of power in the Executive
offices. Not to protect them against the Leg!bU*.,ure,

for that I fhicik I have shown to be impossible, with the
powers which the Legislature may safely use and exer-

3ise, and because the people have retained in their own
hands the power of controlling and directing the Legis-

lature, by their immediate and mediate elections of

President, Senate, and House of llepresentalivea.

—

See
ib.y jmge 73.

Mr. Cocke, of Tennessee, on the same sub-

ject, paid :

We have been told that the nation is to look up to

these immaculate judges to protect their liberties; to

protect the people against themse.ves.—/i!;., page 75.

In the House, Robert "W'iUiam.s, of North
Carolina, said:

If this doctrine is to extend to the length gentlem^
contend, then is the sovereignty of the Government to be
swallowed up in the vortex of the Judiciary. Whatever
the other departments of the Government may do, they
can undo. You may pass a law, but they can annulet.
Will not the people be astonished to hear that their laws
depend upon the will of the judges, wl'o are themselves
independent of all law ?

—

lb., 'p^yea 5yl, 532.

John Randolph, of Roanoke, said :

But, sir, if you pass the law, the judges are to put their

veto upon it by declaring it unconstitutional, llere is a
new power, of a dangerous and uncontrollable nature,

contended for. The decision of a constitutional question

must rest somewhere. Shall it be confided to men im-

mediately responsible to the people, or to those who are
irresponsible ? for the responsibility by impeachment is

little less than a name. From whom is a corrupt decision

most to be feared ? To me it appears that the power
wliich has the right of passing, without ajjpeal, on the
validity of your laws, is your, sovereign. . . . But,
sir, are we not as deeply interested in the true exposition

of the Constitution as the judges can be ? With all due
deference to their talents, is not Congress as capable of

forming a correct opinion as they are ? Are not its

members acting under a responsibility to jjublic opinion,

which can and will check their aberrations from duty?
Let a Case, not an imaginary one, be stated : Congress
violates the Constitution by fettering the press; the judi-

cial corrective is applied to ; far from protecting the
liberty of the citizen, or the letter of the. Constitutioa

you lind them outdoing the legislature in zeal
;
pressing

the common law of England to their service where the
sedition law did not apply. Suppose your reliance had
been altogether on this broken staff, and not on the elec-

tive principle? Your press might have been enchained
till doomsday, your citizens incarcerated for life, and
where is your remedy ? But if the construction of the
Constitution is left with us, there are no longer limits to

our power ; and this would be true, if an appeal did not

lie through the elections, from us to the nation, to whom
alone, and not a few privileged individuals, it belongs to

decide, in the last resort, on tlie Constitution

In their inquisitorial capacity, the Supreme Court, re-

lieved from the tedious labor of investigating judicial

points by the law of the last session, may easily direct the

Executive, by mandamus, in what mode it is their

pleasure that we should execute his functions. They will

also have more leisure to attend to the legislature, and
forestall, by inflammatory paiiiplilets, their aec:sious on
all important questions ; whilst, for the amusement of the

public, we shall retain the n^iit of debatinj;, but not of

voting.

—

lb., pages 601, OG:i.

Nathaniel Macon, «jf North Carolina, said :

We have heard much about the judges, and the neces-

sity of their independence. I will state one fact, to show
that thej' have power as well as independence. Soon
after the establishment of the Federal Courts, they issued

a writ— not being a professional man, I shall not under-

take to give its name—to the Supreme Court of North
Carolina, directing a case then depending in the State

Court to be brought into the Federal Court. The State

judges refused to obey the summons, and laid the whole
proceedings before the legislature, who appioved their

conduct, and, as-well as I remember, un.-mimously
;

and this in that day was not called disorganizing.—/t/.

page 711.

John Bacon, of Massachusetts, said :

The Judiciary have ho more right to prescribe, direct,

or cunlrol the acts of the other departments of the (iov-

i
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ernraent, than the other departments of the Govern-
ment have to prescribe or direct those of the Judiciary.

—

lo., page OsS.

THE SEDITION' LAW.

When the case of Matthew Lyon was before

the United States Senate in 1818, on petition

asking indemnity for a fine imposed upon him
under the Sedition Law, John J. Crittenden, of

Kentucky, said :

The judiciary is a valuable part of the Government, and
ought to be highly respected, but is not infallible. The
Constitution is our guide—our supreme law. Blind homage
can never be rendered by freemen to any power. In all

•ases of alleged violations of the Constitution, it was for

Congress to make a just discrimination. — Bunton'a
Ao/-idgmerit, vol. 6, page 184.

Nathaniel Macon, of North Carolina, on the

eame day said

:

According to some gentlemen, we were to regard the
Judiciary more than the law, and both more than the Con-
stitution. It was a misfortune the judges were not equal
in infallibility to the God who made them. The truth

was, if the judge was a party-man out of power, he would
be a party-man in. The office would not change human
nature. He had no doubt that the Sedition Law, and the

proceedings under it, had more effect in revolutionizing

the Government than all its other acts. He well remem-
bered the language of the times—pay your taxes, but
don't speak agamst government.

—

Ibid., page 187.

Hon. James Barbour, of Virginia, made a re-

port on the subject of the petition, of which the

following is an extract

:

The first question that naturally presents itself in the
investigation is, was the law constitutional ? The com-
mittee have no hesitation in pronouncing, in their opin-

ions, it was not. . . .

The committee are aware that, in opposition to this

view of the subject, the decision of some of the judges of

the Supreme Court, sustaming.the constitutionality of the

law, has been frequently referred to, as sovereign and
conclusive of the question.

The committee entertain a high respect for the purity

and intelligence of the Judiciary. But it is a rational re-

spect, limited by a knowledge of the frailty of human na-
ture, and tlie theory of the Constitution, which declares,

not only that Judges may err in opinion, but also may
commit crimes, and hence has provided a tribunal for the

trial of offenders.

GEORGIA.

In the case of Paddleford, Fay, & Company
V. the Mayor and Aldermen of the city of Sa-

vannah, Judge Benning, in delivering the opin-

ion of the court, recited two or three cases in

which the State of Georgia had acted in disre-

gard of the decisions of the Supreme Cojjrt of

the United States. In the case of Chisholm,

execui(jr, against Georgia, the Supreme Court

of the United States

—

Ordered, that unless the said State shall either in due
form appear, or show canse to the contrary, in this court,

by the first day of next term, judgment by default shall be
entered against the said State.

The reporter adds, in a note, that " in February terra,

1794, judgment was rendered for the plaintiff, and a writ

of inquiry awarded. The writ, however, was not sued out
and executed ; so that this cause, and all of the other suits

against States, were swept at once from the records of the

court by the amendment of the Federal Constitution."

Georgia treated the court with contempt in respect to

this case. Her position was, that the court had no juris-

diction of her as a party.—Georgia Reports, vol. 14,

pafire479.

The Judge proceeds to say, that " in thie-

position Georgia triumphed," and that the judg-
m»nt against her " fell dead."

The Jmige next cites the case of Worcester
and Butler, who had settled on the Cheiokee
lands in Georgia, contrary to the laws of tlie

State, and for which offense they were sent to

the peiiit litiary. On a. writ of error, tlie Su-

preme Court of the United States annulled the

judgment in tlie State court, and issued a man-
date to the Superior Court of Georgia, to carry

its judgment of reversal into execution.. Judge
Bennnig proceeds :

Now, what did Georgia do on receipt of this. special

mandate ? Through every department of her government
she treated the mandate and the writ of error with con-

tempt the most profound. She did not even protest

against jurisdiction, as she had done in the case of Chis-

liolm's executors ;
but she kept Worcester and Butler in

the penitentiary, and she executed, in the Creek nation,

the laws, for violating which they had been put in the

penitentiary. . . .

Judge Benning, in delivering his opinion, says

further

:

It was not only in this case that Georgia occupied thii

position ; she did it in two other cases, and those, cases of

life and death : the case of Tassels, and that of Graves.
One of these happened before those of Worcester and
Butler, namel}', in 1830; the other afterward, in 1884.

The Supreme Court had issued writs of error in each of
these cases, on the application of the defendants to the
State of Georgia ; but, as the cases are not reported, it ia

to be presumed that these writs never got Back to the
Supreme Court ; or that, if they ever did, it was too late.

It is certain that Georgia hung the applicants for the writ.

In the Tassels case, the legislature passed
these, among other resolutions :

Resolved, That the State of Georgia will never so far

compromit her sovereignty, as an independent State, as to

become a party to the case sought to be made before the
Supreme Court of the United States by the writ in ques-
tion.

Resolved, That his excellency the Governor be, and he
and every other officer of this State is hereby, requested
and enjoined to disregard any and every mandate and
process that has been or shall be served on him or them,
purporting to proceed from the Chief Justice or any Asso-
ciate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States,

for the purpose of arresting the execution of any of the
criminal laws of tliis State.

Similar resolutions were passed, as to the

case of Graves, by the legislature of 1834.

PENNSYLVANIA.

The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, in the

case of the Commonwealth v. Cobbett, gave a

unanimous opinion in 1*78'^, from which the fol-

lowing is an extract

:

If a State should differ with the United States about the
construction of them, there is no common umpire but the
people, who should adjust the affair by making amend-
ments in the constitutional way, or suffer from the delect.

In such a case, the Constitution of the United States ia

federal ; it is a league or treaty made by the individual
States as one party, and all the States as another party.

When two nations differ about the meaning of any clause,

sentence, or word, in a treaty, neither has an exclusive
right to decide it; they endeavor to adjust the matter by
negotiation ; but if it cannot be thus accomphshed, each
has a right to retain its own interpretation, until a refer-

ence be had to the mediation of other nations, and arbi-

tration, or the fate of war. There is no provision in the
Constitution that in such a case the judges of the Suprsme
Court of the United States shall control and be conclusive

;

neither can the Congress by a law confer that power.

—

Respublica v. Cobbett, 3 Dallas's Reports, page 476.

VIRGINIA.

The Court of Appeals of Virginia, in 1814, in

the case of Hunter v. Martin, devisee of Fair-

fax, entered the following unanimous opinion,

after full argument

:

The court is unanimously of opinion that the appellate

power of the Supreme Court of the United States does not
extend to this court, under a sound construction of the

Constitution of the United States ; that so much of the
twenty-fifth section of the act of Congress to establish the
judicial courts of the United States as extends the appel-
late jurisdiction of the Supreme Court to this court is not
in pui-suance of the Constitution of the United States;

that the writ of error in this civse was imjirovidently al-
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lowed uuder the authority of that act; that the pvoceed-

Ijigs thereon In tlie Supreme Court were eoram non
jiidica hi rehition to tliis court ; and that obedience to its

miindate be declined by this court.

In times' of violent party excitement, agitating the

wliole nation, to expect tiiat judges will be entirely ex-

empt from its influence, argues a profound ignorance of

mankind. Although clothed with the ermine, they are

Btill men, and carry Into the judgment seat the passions

and motives common to their kind. Their decisions on

party ((Uestions reflect their individual opinions, which

frequently betray thera unconsciously into error. To
balance the judgment of a whole people by that of two or

three men, no matter what may be their ofCcial elevation,

is to exalt the creature of the Constitution above its

creator, and to assail the foundation of our poUtical

fabric ; which is, that the decision of the people is infal-

lible, from which there is no appeal but to Heaven.

—

See
Bentoii'a Abridgment, vol. 6, pages 660, 661.

Miihlon Dickerson, of New-Jersey, said

:

But I must beg leave to differ from the honorable gen-

tleman (Mr. Walker, of Georgia) when he informs us that

our independent Judiciary is the bulwark of the liberties

of the peojile. By which he must mean, defenders of the

people against the oppressions of the Government. From
what I witnessed in the years 1798, 1799, and 1800, 1 never
shall, I never can, consider our Judiciary as the bulwark
of the liberties of the people. The people must look out

for other bulwarks for their liberties.

—

Hee ib.^jjage 701.

RICHARD M. JOHNSON, OF KENTUCKr.

Mr. Johnson, who was elecfed Vice-President

of the United States by the Democratic party,

represented Keutucky iu the United States

Senate in 1822. I "find in Benton's Abridg-

ment of the Debates of Congress, vol. 7, page

145, an elaborate speech of Mr. Johnson upon a

resolution offered by him, proposing an amend-
ment of the Constitution. His proposition was

to amend the Constitution by ret'ernng all cases

in which a State may be a party to the final

adjudication of the Senate. In the course of

his remarks, he says :

At this time there is, unfortunately, a want of confi-

dence in the Federal Judiciary, in cases that involve

political power ; and this distrust my be carried to other

cases, such as the lawyers call meuni et tiium.

Courts also, like cities and villages, or like legislative

bodies, will sometimes have their leaders ; and it may
happen, that a single individual will be the prime cause

of a decision to overturn the deliberate act of a whole

State, or of the United States ;
yet, we are admonished

to receive their opinions as the ancients did the re-

sponses of the Delphic oracle, or the Jews, with more
propriety, the communications from Heaven, delivered

by Urim and Thummim, to the Higli Priest of God's

chosen people, from the sanctum sunctorum. Other

causes of dia'ei ence might be roullipllsd to a tedious ex-

tent ; but enough has been said to show that judges, who,

like other men, are subject to the frailties, the passions,

the partialities, and antipathies, incident to human na-

ture, should not be exempted from responsibility on ac-

count of their superior integrity, learning, and capacity
;

or that their decisions should be subject to revision by
some competent tribunal, responsible to the people. It

is believed that this is the opinion of that great and good
man who penned the Declaration of Independence, and
who now enjoys, in the shades of Jlonticello, the bless-

ings of the principles which it contains. . . .

It was the judgment of a court that doomed the im-

mortal Socrates to drink the hemlock. When the Roman
tyrant could no longer use a hired soldiery to immolate
tiie victims of his jealousy, he resorted to courts of law.

When Henry VIII , of England, would exercise cruel

despotism under the forms of a free Constitution, the

army, the court, and the Paiiiament, were the potent

engines that sustained him. When Mary, his daughter,

compelled the Protestants to seal their testimony at the

f take, the court gave sanction to the murderous deeds.

Her sister and successor, Elizabeth, created the Court of

High Commission, and formally invested it with inquisi-

torial power. She also supported the arbitrary edicts of

ttie Star Chamber. The Puritans, because obnoxious to

the free exercise of the prerogatives of the Crown, were
imprisoned and dispersed by process of law, and the

judges were the supporters of her despotic power.

When she would destroy her unfortunate kinswoman,

J 2

the Queen of Scots, the judges were Instructed to con-
demn her, and by their sentence she came to the block.
This horrid deed was covered by the cloak of judicial
proceedings. When Charles I., determined to change
the religion of S^colland, he made use of the Court of
High Commission to ellect the object. By the same judl
cial power, the advocates for the doctrines of the Ke
formation have so often been divested of their religious

privileges, and doomed to seal witli theii' blood that re-

ligion which bore them triumphantly through the vale ol

death.
The short, though splendid history of this Government

furnishes nothing that can induce us to look with a very
favorable eye to the Fedei al Judiciary as a safe deposi-
tory of our liljerties. When a law was enacted In viola.

tion of a vital principle of the Constitution, that which
was designed to secuie the freedom of sjieech and of the
press, the victims of its operation looked in vain to the

judges to arrest the progress of usurpation. If this

power could ever be exercised to any good purpose, it

would be, on such occcasions, to declare the law uncon-
stitutional which aims a deadly blow at the vital princi-

ples of freedom ; but, so far as the transactions of that

day are detailed in our public records, it appears that

the Judiciary was a willing instrument of Federal usur-

pation. That law was executed in all the rigor of thej
spirit which dictated it. The turbulence of faction found
no moderation there; and the peo]>le found relief only

in their own power. The exercise of their elective fran-

chise removed the evil, and this is their only safe depen-

dence.

GEN. JACKSON.

The following is an extract from Gen. Jack-

son's message vetoing the bill lor reeliartering

the Bank of the United Stat.-s. It may be

found on page 438 of the Senate Journal for

the first session of the Twenty-second Congress,

and is in these words :

If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the

whole ground of this act, it ought not to control the co-

ordinate authorities of this Government. The Congress,

the Executive, and the Court, must each for itself bo
guided by its own ojiinion of the Constitution. Each
public officer, who takes an oath to support the Consti-

tution, swears tliat he will support it as he understands

it, and not as it is understood by others. It is as much
the duty of the House of Representatives, of the Senate,

and of the President, to decide upon the constitutional-

ity of any bill or resolution which may be presented to

them for passage or approval, as it is of the supreme
judges, when it may be brouglit before them for judicial

decision. The opinion of the judges has no more author-

ity over Congress than the opinion of Congress over the

judges ; and, on that point, the President is independ-

ent of both. The authority of the Suprtine Court must
not, therefore, be permitted to control tlie Congress or

the Executive when acting in their legislative capacities,

but to have only such influence as the force of their

reasoning may deserve.

THE OTHER SIDE OF THE QUESTION.

MR. Webster's views.

The other side of this question was lucidly

and ably stated by the late Daniel Webster, in a

speech delivered before the U. S. Senate, on the

27th of January, 1830, in the famous debate

between Mr. "W.and Mr. Ilayne, of South Car-

olina, on Foot's Resolution, as follows :

Mr. Hayne having rejoined to Mr. Webster,

especially on the constitutional question, Mr.

Webster rose, and, in conclusion, said:

A few words, Mr. President, on tliis constitutional argu-

ment, which the honorable gentleman has labored to re-

construct.

His argument consists of two propositions and an infer-

ence. His propositions are

:

1st. That the Constitution is a compact between the

States.
. ^ .

2d. That a compact between two, with authority re-

served to one to interpret its terms, would be a surrender

to that one of all power whatever.

8d. Therefore, (such is his inference,) the General Gov-

ernment does not possess the authority to construe its own
powers.
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Now, sir, who docs not see, without the aid of exposition

er detection, the utter confusion of ideas involved in this

60 elaborate and systematic argument.
The Constitution, it is said, is a compact between States

;

the States, then, and the States only, are parties to tlie

compact. How comes the General Government itself a
party ? Upon the honorable gentleman's hypothesis, the
General Government is the result of the compact, the crea
ture of the compact, not one of the parties to it. Yet the

argument, as the gentleman has now stated it, makes the

Government itself one of its own creators. It makes it a
party to that compact to which it owes its own existence.

For the purpose of erecting the Constitution on the ba-
sis of a compact, the gentleman considers the States as

parties to that compact ; but as soon as his compact is

made, then he chooses to consider the General Govern-
ment, which is the offspring of that compact, not its off-

spring, but one of its parties ; and so being a party, with-

out the power of judging on tlie terms of compact. Pray,
sir, in what school is such reasoning as this taught ?

If the whole of the gentleman's main proposition were
conceded to him, that is to say, if I admit for the sake of

the argument, that the Constitution is a compact between
States, the inferences which he draws from that proposi-

tion are warranted by no just reasoning. If the Constitu-

tion be a compact between States, still that Constitution,

or that compact, has established a government, with cer-

tain powers ; and whether it be one of those powers, that

it shall construe and interpret for itself the terms of the

compact, in doubtful cases, is a question which can only

be decided by looking to the compact, and inquiring what
provisions it contains on tliis point. Without any inconsist-

encj- with natural reason, the Government even thus crea-

ted miglit be trusted with this power of construction. The
extent of its powers, therefore, must still be sought for in

the instrument itself.

If the Old Confederation had contained a clause, declar-

ing that Resolutions of the Congress should be the supreme
law of the land, any State law or Constitution to the con-

trary notwithstanding, and that a Committee of Congress,

or any other body created by it, should possess judicial

powers extending to all cases arising under resolutions of

Congress, then the power of ultimate decision would have
been vested in Congress under the Confederation, although
that Confederation was a compact between States ; and for

tills plain reason, that it would have been competent to the

States, who alone were parties to the compact, to agree
who should decide in cases of dispute arising on the con-
stniction of the compact.
For the same reason, sir, if I were now to concede to the

geutleman his principal proposition, namely, that the Con-
stitution is a compact between States, the question would
still be, what provision is made, in this compact, to settle

points of disputed construction, or contested power, that
shall come into controversy ? And this question would
still be answered, and "conclusively answered, by the Con-
stitution itself.

While the gentleman is contending against construction,

he himself is setting up the most loose and dangerous con-

struction. The Constitution declares, that the laws of Con-
gress passed in pursuance of the Constitution shall bi
the supreme law of the land No construction is necessary
here. It declares, also, with equal plainness and precision,

that the judicial power of the United States shall ex-

tend to every case arising under the laics of Congress.
This needs no construction. Here is a law, then, which is

declared to be supreme ; and here is a power established,

which is to interpret that law. Now, sir, how has the gen-
tleman met this? Suppose the Constitution to be a com-
pact, yet here are its terms ; and how does the gentleman
get rid of them? He cannot argue the seal "ff the bond,
nor the word out of the instrument. Here they are ; what
answer does he give to them? None in the world, sir, ex-

cept that the effect of this would be to place the States in

a condition of inferiority ; and that it results from the very
nature of things, there being no superior, that the parties

must be their own judges ! Thus closely and cogently does
the honorable gentleman reason on the words of the Con-
stitution. The gentleman says, if there be such a power
of final decision in the General Government, he asks for

the grant of that power. Well, sir, I show liim the grant.

I turn him to the very words. I show him that the laws
of Congress are made supreme ; and that the judicial

power extends, by express words, to the interpretation of
these laws. Instead of answering this, he retreats into

the general reflection, that it must i&BviMfromtJie nature
of things, that the States, being parties, must judge for

themselves.
I have admitted, that, if the Constitution were to be con-

sidered as the creature of the State Governments, it might
be modified, interpreted, or construed according to their

pleasure. But, even in that case, it would be necessary

that they should agree. One alone could not Interpret It

conclusively ; one alone could not construe it ; one alone
could not modify it. Yet the gentleman's doctrine is, that

Carolina alone may construe and interpret that compact
which equally binds all, and gives equal rights to all.

So, then, sir, even supposing the Constitution to be a
compact between the States, the gentleman's doctrine, nev-
ertheless, is not maintainable ; because, first, the General
Government is not a party to that compact, but a govern-
ment established by it, and vested by it with the powers
of trying and deciding doubtful questions ; and secondly,

because, if the Constitution be regarded as a compact, not
one State only, but aU the States, are parties to that com-
pact, and one can have no right to fix upon it her own pe-
culiar construction.

So much, sir, for the argument, even if the premises of

the gentleman were gi-anted, or could be proved. But,
sir, the gentleman has failed to maintain his leading pro-

position. He has not shown, it cannot be shown, that the

Constitution is a compact between State Governments.
The Constitution itself, in its very front, refutes that idea

;

it declares that it is ordained and established by the peo-
ple of the United States. So far from saying that it is

•established by the governments of the several States, it

does not even say that it is established by the people of the
several States ; but it pronounces that it is established by
the people of the United States, in the aggregate. The
gentleman says, it must mean no more than the people of
the several States. Doubtless, the people of the several
States, taken collectively, constitute the people of the
United States ; but it is in this, their collective capacity, it

is as all the people of the United States, that they establish

the Constitution. So they declare ; and words cannot be
plainer than the words used.
AVhen the gentleman says the Constitution is a com-

pact between the States, he uses language exactly ap-
plicable to the old Confederation. He speaks as if he
were in Congress before 17S9. He describes fully that
old state of things then existing. The Confederation was,
in strictness, a compact ; the States, as States, were par-
ties to it. We had no other general government. But
that was found insufficient, and inadequate to the public
exigencies. The people were not satisfied with it, and
undertook to establish a better. They undertook to form
a General Government, which should stand on a new
basis ; not a confederacy, not a league, not a compact
between States, but a Constitution ; a popular govern-
ment, founded in popular election, directly responsible to

the people themselves, and divided into branches with
prescribed limits of power, and prescribed duties. They
ordained such a government, they gave '* the name of
a Constitution, and therein established & iistribution of
power between this, their General Government, and their

several State governments. Tv'lien they shall become dis-

satisfied with this distribution, they can alter it. Their
own power over their own instrument remains. But un-
til they shall alter it, it must stand as their will, and is

equally binding on the General Government and on the
States.

The gentleman, sir, finds analogy where I see none.
He likens it to the case of a tj-eaty, in which, there being
no common superior, each party must interpret for him-
self, under its own obligation of good faith. But this is

not a treaty, but a constitution of government, with
powers to execute itself, and fulfill its duties.

I admit, sir, that this government is a government of

checks and balances ; that is, the House of Representatives
is a check upon the Senate, and the Senate is a check on
the House, and the President a check on both. But I can-
not comprehend, or, if I do, I totally taffer from him, when
he applies the notion of checks and balances to the inter-

ference of different governments. He argues that if we
transgress our constitutional limits, each State, as a
State, has a riglit to ciieck us. Does he admit the con-
verse of the proijosilion, tljat we have a right to check
the States? The geutleinau's doct.ines would give us a
strange jumble of authorities and powers, instead ol
governments of separate and defined powers. It is the
part of wisdom, I t.lnak, to avoid this ; and to keep the
General Government and the State Gove nment each
in its iiroper sphere, avoiding as carefully as possible
every kind of interference.

Finally, sir, the honorable gentleman says, that the
States will only interfere, by their power, to preserve tlie

Constitution. They will not destroy it, tliey will nut .nii)air

it ; they will only save, they will only i)reierve, they wil'

only strengthen it. Ah ! sir, this is but the oldsto y. .vi re

gulated governments, all free goveriiiueais, have bed^
broken by similar disinterested and Weil ilis|))j.d iuier

ference. It is the common pretence. But 1 take leavi

of the subject.
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GEN. CASS ON POPULAR SOVEREIGNTY.
Letter to A. 0. P. Nicholson.

AVashington, Dec. 24, 1847.

Dear Sir: I have received your letter, and shall an-

swer it as frankly as it is written.

You ask me whether I am in favor of the acquisition of

Mexican territory, and what are my sentiments with

regard to the Wilmot Proviso.

I have so often and so explicitly stated my views of

the first question, in the Senate, that it seemg almost un-

necessary to repeat tdem here. As you request it, how-
ever, I shall briefly give them.

I think, then, that no peace should be granted to Jle.x-

ico, till a reasonable indemnity is obtained for the inju-

ries which she has done us. The territorial extent of

this indemnity is, in the first instance, a subject of E.xecu*

tive consideration. There the Constitution has placed
it, and there I am willing to leave it ; not only because I

(ave full confidence in its judicious exercise, but because,

p the ever-varying circumstances of a war, it would be
indiscreet, by a public declai-ation, to commit the coun-

try to any line of indemnity, which might otherwise be
enlarged, as the obstinate injustice of the enemy pro-

longs the contest with its loss of blood and treasure.

It appears to me, that the kind of metaphysical mag-
nanimity which would reject all indemnity at the close of a
bloody and expensive war, brought on by a direct attack

upon our troops by the enemy, and preceded by a suc-

cession of unjust acts for a series of years, is as unwor-
thy of the age in which we live, as it is revolting to the

common sense and practice of mankind. It would con-
duce but little to our future security, or, indeed to our
present reputation, to declare that we repudiate all

expectation of compensation from the Mexican Govern-
ment, and are fighting, not for any practical result, but
for some vague, perhaps philanthropic object, which
escapes my penetration, and must be defined by those
who assume this new principle of national intercommu-
nication. All wars are to be deprecated, as well by tlie

statesman as by the philanthropist. They are great
evils ; but there are greater evils than these, and submis-
sion to injustice is among them. The nation which should
refuse to defend its rights and its honor when assailed,

would soon have neither to defend ; and, when driven
to war, it is not by professions of disinterestedness and
declarations of magnanimity that its rational objects can
be best obtained, or other nations taught a lesson of for-

bearance—the strongest security for permanent peace
We are at war with Mexico, and its vigorous prosecution
is the surest means of its speedy termination, and ample
indemnity the surest guaranty against the recurrence of
such injustice as provoked it.

Tlie Wilmot Proviso has been before the country some
time. It has been repeatedly discussed in Congress and
by the public press. I am strongly impressed with the
opinion, that a great change has been going on in the
public mind upon this subject, in my own as well as oth-
ers ; and that doubts are resolving themselves into con-
victions, that the principle it involves should be kept out
of the National Legislature, and left to the people of the
confederacy in their respective local governments.
The whole subject is a comprehensive one, and fruitful

of important consequences. It would be ill-timed to dis-

cuss it here. I shall not assume that responsible task, but
shall confine myself to such general views as are neces-
sary to the fair exhibition of my opinion.
We may well regret the existence of Slavery in the

Southern States, and wish they had been saved from its

introduction. But there it is, not by the act of the present
generation ; and we must deal with it as a great practical
question, involving the most momentous consequences.
We have neither the right nor the power to touch it where
it exists ; and if we had both, their exercise, by any means
heretofore suggested, might lead to results which no wise
man would willingly encounter, and which no good man
could contemplate without anxiety.
The theory of our Government presupposes that its va-

rious members have reserved to themselves the regulation
of all subjects relating to what may be termed their inter-
nal police. They are sovereign within their boundaries,
except in those cases where they have surrendered to the
General Government a portion of their rights, in order to
give effect to the objects of the Union, whether these con-
cern foreign nations or the several States themselves. Lo-

cal institutions, if I may so speak, whether they have re-
ference to Slavery or to any other relations, domestic or
public, are left to local authority, eiflier original or deriva-
tive. Congress has no right to say there shall be Slavery
in New-York, or that there shall be no Slavery in Georgia

;

nor is there any other human power, but the people of
those States, respectively, which can change the relations
existing therein ; and they can say, if they will, we will
have Slavery in the former, and we will abolish it in the
latter.

In various respects, the Territories differ from the States.
Some of their rights are inchoate, and they do not possess
the peculiar attributes of sovereignty. Their relation to
the General Government is very imperfectly defined by
the Constitution ; and it will be found, upon examination,
that in that instrument the only grant of power concern-
ing them is conveyed in the phrase, " Congress shall have
the power to dispose of and make all needful rules and re-
gulations respecting the territory and other psoperty be-
longing to the United States." Certainly this phraseology
is very loose, if it were designed to include in the grant
the whole power of legislation over persons, as well as
tilings. The expression, the " territory and other pro-
perty," fairly construed, relates to the public lands, as
such ; to arsenals, dockyards, forts, sliips, and aU the va-
rious kinds of property which the United States may and
must possess.

But surely the simple authority to difipose of and regit-
late these does not extend to the unlimited power of legis-
lation ; to the passage of all laws, in the most general
acceptation of the word, which, by the by, is carefullj' ex-
cluded from the sentence. And, indeed, if this were so, it

would render unnecessary another provision of the Con-
stitution, which grants to Congress the power to legislate,
with the consent of the States, respectively, over all places
purchased for the " erection of forts, magazines, arsenals,
dockyards," etc. These being the "pro//«;'/y" of the
United States, if the power to make " needful rules and
regulations concerning " them includes the general power
of legislation, then the grant of authority to regulate " the
territory and other property of the United States " is un-
limited, wherever subjects are found for its operation, and
its exercise needed no auxiliary provision. If, on the
other hand, it does not include such power of legislation
over the " other property " of the United States, then it

does not include it over then- " ierrita?'i/ ;" for the same
terms which grant the one grant the other. " Territory "

is here classed with property, and treated as such ; and
the object was evidently to enable the General Govern-
ment, as a property-holder—which, from necessity, it must
be—to manage, preserve and " dispose of' such property
as it might possess, and which authority is essential almost
to its being. But the lives and persons of our citizens,
with the vast variety of objects connected with them, can-
not be controlled by an authority which is merely called
into existence for the purpose of makhig rules and regit'
lations for the disposition and management of pro-
perty.
Such, it appears to me, would be the construction put

upon this provision of tlie Constitution, were this question
now first presented for consideration, and not contreiled
by imperious circumstances. The original ordinance of
the Congress of the Confederation, passed in 1787, and
wiiich was the only act upon this subject in force at the
adoption of the Constitution, provided a complete frame
of government for the country north of the Ohio, while in
a territorial condition, and for its eventual admission ia
separate States into the Union. And the persuasion that
this ordinance contained within itself all the necessai-y
means of execution, probably prevented any direct refer-
ence to the subject in the Constitution, further than vest-
ing in Congress the right to admit the States formed under
it into the Union. However, cu-cumstances arose, which
required legislation, as well over the territory north of
the Ohio, as over other territory, both within and without
the original Union, ceded to the General Government,
and, at various times, a more enlarged power has been
exercised over the Territories— meaning thereby the
different Territorial Governments — than is conveyed
by the limited grant referred to. How far an existing
necessity may have operated in producing tliis legisla-

tion, and thus extending, by rather a violent implica-
tion, powers not directly given, I know not. But cer-
tain it is that the principle of interfersuce should not be
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carried beyond the necessary implication, which produces i

It. It should be limited to the cieacion of proper I

governments for new countries, acquired or settled, and
to the necessary provisions for their eventual admission I

into the Union ; leaving, in the meantime, to the people
iuhatjiting them, to regulate their internal concerns in

their own way. They are just as capable of doing so as

the people of tlie States ; and they can do so, at any rate

as soon as their political independence is recognized by
admission into the Union. During this temporary condi-
tion, it is harilly expedient to call into exercise a doubt-
ful and invidious authority which questions the intelli-

gence of a respectable portion of our citizens, and whose
limitation, whatever it may be, will be rapidly approach-
ing its termination—an authority which would give to

Congress despotic power, uncontrolled by the Constitu-
tion, over most important sections of our common
country. For, if the relation of master and servant may
be regulated or annihilated by its legislation, so may the

regulation of husband and wife, of parent and child, and
of any other condition which our institutions and the

habits of our society recognize. What would be thought
if Congress should undertake to prescribe the terms of

marriage in New-York, or to regulate the authority of

parents over their children in Pennsylvania ? And yet
it would be as vain to seek one justifying the inter-

ference of the national legislature in the cases referred to

in the origfnal States of the Union. I speak here of the

inherent power of Congress, and do not touch the ques-
tion of such contracts as may be formed with new States

when admitted into the confederacy.
Of all the questions which can agitate us, those which

are merely sectional in their character are the most
dangerous, and the most to be deprecated. The warning
voice of him who from his character and services and
virtue had the best right to warn us, proclaimed to his

countrymen, in his Farewell Address—that monument of

wisdom for hira, as I hope it will be of safety for them

—

how much we had to apprehend from measures peculiarly
affecting geographical sections of our country. The
grave circumstances in which we are now placed make
these words words of safety ; for I am satisfied, from all

I have seen and heard here, that a successful attempt to

ingraft the principles of the Wilmot Proviso upon the le-

islation of this Government, and to apply them to new
territory, should new territory be acquired, would seri-

ously affect our tranquillity. I do not. suffer myself to

foresee or foretell the consequences that would ensue
;

for I trust and believe there is good sense and good feel-

ing enough in the country to avoid them, by avoiding all

occasions which might lead to thera.

Briefly, then, I am opposed to the exercise of any
jurisdiction by Congress over this matter; and I am in

favor of leaving to the people of any Territory, which
may be hereafter acquired, the right to regulate it for
themselves, under the general principles of the Consti-
tution. Because—

1. I do not see in the Constitution any grant of the
requisite power to Congress ; and I am not disposed to

extend a doubtful precedent beyond its necessity—the
establishment of Territorial Governments when needed
—leaving to the inhabitants all the rights compatible
with the relations they bear to the confederation.

2. Because I believe this measure, if adopted, would
weaken, if not impair, the Union of the States ; and
would sow the seeds of future discord, which would
grow up and ripen into an abundant harvest of cala-
mity.

3. Because I believe a general conviction that such a
proposition would succeed, would lead to an immediate
withholding of the supplies, ui.d thus to a dishonorable
termination of the war. 1 think no dispassionate ob-
server at the seat of Government can doubt this re-
sult.

4. If, however, in this I am und«r a misapprehension,
I am under none in the practical operaion of this re-
striction, if adopted by Congress, upon a treaty of peace,
making any acquisition of Mexican Territory. Such a
treaty would be rejected as certainly as presented to
the Senate. More than one-third of that body would
vote against it, viewing such a principle as an exclu-
bion of the citizens of the slaveholding States from a
participation in the benefits acquired by the treasure
and exertions of all, and which should be common to
all. I am repeating— neither advancing nor defending
these views. That branch of the subject does not lie in
my way, and I shall not turn aside to seek it.

In this aspect of the matter, the people of the United
States must choose between this restriction and the ex-
tension of their territoiial limits. They cannot have
both ; and which they will surrender must depend upon
their representatives first, and then, if these fail them,
upon themselves.

6 But after all, it seems to be generally conoedbd that
this restriction, if carried into effect could, not operate
upon any State to be formed from newly-acquired terri-

tory. The well-known attributes of Sovereignty, recog-
nized by us as belonging to the State Governments,
would sweep before them any such barrier, and would
leave the people to express and exert their will at plea-
sure, is the object, then, of temporary exclusion
for so short a period as the duration of the Territorial

Governments, worth the price at which it would be
purchased?—worth the discord it would engender, the
trial to which it would expose our Union, and the evils

that would be the ceitain consequence, let the trial re
suit as it might ? As to the course, which has been inti-

mated, rather than proposed, of ingrafting such a restric-

tion upon any treaty of acquisition, I persuade myself it

would find but little favor in any portion of this country.
Such an arrangement would render Mexico a party,
having a right to interfere in our internal institutions in
questions left by the Constitution to the State Govern-
ments, and would inflict a serious blow upon our funda-
mental principles. Few, indeed, I trust, there are among
us who would thus grant to a foreign power the right to
inquire into the constitution and conduct of the sover-
eign States of this Union ; and if theie are any, I am nof.

among them, nor never shall be. To the people of this
country, under-God, now and hereafter, are its destinies
committed; and we want no foreign power to interro
gate us, treaty in hand, and to say. Why have you done
this, or why have you left that undone? Our ovfn dig
nity and the principles of national independence unite
to repel such a proposition.
But there is another important consideration, which

ought not to be lost sight of, in the investigation of this

subject. The question that presents itself is not a ques-
tion of the increase, but of the diffusion of Slavery.
Whether its sphere be stationary or progressive, its

amount will be the same. Tiie rejection of this restric-

tion will not add one to the class of servitude, nor will

its adoption give freedom to a single being who is now
placed therein. The same numbers will be. spread over
greater territory; and, so fpr as compression, with less

abundance of the necessaries of hfe, is an evil, so far
will tliat evil be mitigated by transporting slaves to a
new country, and giving them a larger space to occupy.

I say this in the event of the extension of Slavery over
any new acquisition. But can it go there ? This may well
be doubted. All the descriptions which reach us of the -joi.-

dition of the Californias and of New-Mexico, to the acqui-
sition of which our efforts seem to be at present directed,
unite in representing those countries as agricultm-al regions,
similar in their products to our Middle States, and gene-
rally unfit for the production of the great staples which can
alone render slave labor valuable. If we are not grossly
deceived—and it is difficult to conceive how we can be

—

the inhabitants of those regions, whether they depend uji

on their plows or their herds, cannot be slaveholders. In
voluntary labor, requiring the investment of large capital,

can only be profitable when employed in the production
of a few favored articles confined by nature to special dis-

tricts, and paying larger returns than the usual agricultu-

ral products spread over more considerable portions of the
earth.

In the able letter of Mr. Buchanan upon this subject,
not long since given to the ijublic, he presents similar con-
siderations with great force. " Neither," says the distin-

guished writer, " the soil, the cUmate, nor the productions
of CaUfornla, south of 3(j° SO', nor indeed of any portion
of it. North or South, is adapted to slave labor ; and be-
side every facility would be there afforded for the slave to

escape from his master. Such property would be entu'ely

insecure in any part of California. It is morally impos-
sible, therefore, that a majority of the emigrants to that
portion of the Territory south of 86° SO', which will be
chiefly composed of our citizens, will ever reestablish Sla-

very within its limits.
" In regard to New-Mexico, east of the Rio Grande, the

question has already been settled by the admission of
Texas into the Union.

" Should we acquire territory beyond the Rio Grande
and east of the Rocky Mountains, it is still more impossi-

ble that a majority of the people would consent to rees-

tablish Slavery. They are themselves a colored popula-
tion, and among them the negro does not belong socially

to a degraded race."
With this last remark, Mr. Walker fully coincides in his

letter written in ISil, upon the annexation of 'I'exas, and
which everywhere produced so favorable an impre.^sion

upon the public mind, as to have conduced very materi-

ally to the accomplishment of that great measure. " Be-
yond the Del Norte," says Mr. Walker, "Slavery will no'

pass ; not only because it is forbidden by law, but be
cauze the colored race there preponderates in the ratio
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of ten to one over the wliites; and holding as thev do,
the governtnent and most of the'oirices in theii' possession,

they wdl not permit tlie enslavement of any portion of
the colored race, which makes and execulea the laws of
the cnuulry."
The question, it will be therefore seen on examination,

does not regard the exclusion of Slavery from a region

where it now exists, but a prohibition against its intro-

duction where it does not exist, and where, from the feel-

ings of the inhabitants and the laws of nature, " it is

morally impossible," as Mr. Buchanan says, that it can
ever reestablish itself.

It augurs well for the permanence of our confederation

that during more than half a century, which lias elapsed

lince the establishment of this government, many serious

questions, and some of the highest' importance, have
agitated the public mind, and more than once tln-eaten-

ed the gravest consequences ; but that they have all

fn succession passed away, leaving our institutions

unscathed, and our country advancing in numbers,
power, and wealth, and in all the other elements of

^tional prosperity, with a rapidity unknown in ancient

or modern days In timea of political excitement, when
difficult and delicate questions present themselvej for

soluiiou, there i< oiia ark of safety for us ; and that Is aa
h')aest ai)peal to the fundamental principles of our
Union, and a stern determination to abide their dictates.

Tills CDUise f proceeding has carried us in safety through
many a trouble ; and I trust will carry us safely through
many more, should many more be destined to assail us.

The Wilmot Proviso seeks to take from its legitimate tri-

bunal a question of domestic policy, having no relat'on
to the Union, as such, and to transfer it to another,
created by the people for a special purpose, and foreign
to the subject matter involved in this issue. l*y going
back to our true principles, we go back to the road of
peace and safety. Leave to the people, who will be af-

fected by this question, to adjust it upon their own re-

sponsibility, and in their own manner, and we shall
render another tribute to the original principles of our
Government, and furnish another guaranty of its perma-
nence and prosperity. I am, dear sir, respectfully, your
obedient servant, Lewis Cas3.

A. O. P. Nicholson, Esq., Nashville, Tenn.

im.YANBTIREN ON SLAYEBY IN THE TEKRITOBIES.

The following letter was addressd to the

New York City Delegates to the Utica Free

Soil Convention, of 1848, in response to a letter

to Martin Van Buren, asking his opinion on the

subject herein discussed

:

1 LiNDENWOLD, Jun6 20, 1843.

Gentlemen : You desire also my views in regard
to the prohibition by Congress of Slavery in territories

where it does not now exist, and they sliall l)e given in a
few words, and in a manner wliicli will not, I hope, in-

crease, if it does not dmiiuish tile existing excitement in

th9 public mind.
The illustrious founders of our Government were not

insensible to the apparent inconsistency between the
perpetuation of Slavery in the United States, and the
principles ofthe Revolution, as delineated in the Declara-
tion of Independence; and they were too ingenuous in

their dispositions to attempt to conceal the impressions
by which they were embarrassed. But they knew, also,

that its speedy abolition in several of the States, was
impossible, and its existence in all, without fault on the
part of the present-generation. They were also too upright
and the fraternal feelings which had carried them through
the struggle for independence were too strong to permit
them to deal with such a matter upon any other principles
than those of liberality and justice. The policy they
adopted was to guarantee to the States in which Slavery
existed, an exclusive control over the subject within their
respective jurisdictions, but to prevent by united efforts,

its extension to territories of the United States in which
it did not in fact exist.

On all sides tlie most expedient means to carry out
this policy were adopted with alacrity and good feeling.

Their first step was to interdict the introduction of Slavery
into the Northwestern Territory, now covered by the
States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan and Wisconsin.
This may justly be regarded, as being' in the main, a
Southern measure. The subject was first brought forward
in Congress by Mr. Jefferson. Virginia made the cession
of territory upon which the ordinance was intended to
operate, and the Representatives from all the slave-
holding States gave it a unanimous support. Doubts have
arisen in the minds of some whether the ordinance of
17S7 was authorized by the articles of Confederation. A
bill was introduced in the new Constitution, recognizing
and adapting it to the new organization, and it has ever
since been treated and regarded as a valid act. This bill

received the Constitutional approbation of President
Washington, whose highest and sworn duty it was to sup-
port the Constitution under which it was enacted. Nor
was the North backward in doing its part to su.-tain the
policy which had been wisely adopted. They assented to

the insertion of provisions in the Constitution necessary
and sufficient to protect that interest in the States, and
they did more.
The troui)le apprehended at the commencement of the

Government from this source, began to show itself as
early as the year 1790, in the form of Petitions presented
to Congress upon the subject of Slavery arai the slave-

trade by the Quakers of Philadelphia and New-York, and
by Dr. Franklin as President of a society for the promo-
tion of Abolition. These petitions were in the House of

Representatives, referred to a Committee of seven, all

but one of whom were Northern members, whose report
as amended in Committee of the Whole, affirmed " that

Congress-have no power to interfere in the emancipation of

slaves, or in the treatment of them within any of the

States, it remaining with the several States alone to pro-
vide any regulation therein which humanity and true
policy might require."

Tlie perseverance and good faith with which both
branches of policy thus adopted have, until very recently,

been recognized and carried out, are highly honorable to

the whole country. The peculiarity of the subject to be
converted into an element of political agitation, as well

in the slaveholding as in the non-slaveholding States, may
have led to occasional attempts so to employ it, but these
efforts have been very successfully frustrated by the good
sense and good feeling ofthe people in every quarter of
the Union. A detailed account of the numerous acts of
the Federal Government, sustaining and carrying into
full effect the policy of its founders upon the suljject of
Slavery in the States, and its extension to the Territories,

and the steps fcken, in the non-slaveholding States, to

suppress or neutralize undue agitation in regard to if,

would be alike instructive and honorable to the actors in

them. But it will be readily perceived that this could not
be given within the necessary limits of a communication
like the present. It must therefore suffice to say that
from 17S7, the date of the ordinance for the prevention of
Slavery in the Northwestern Territory, down to and in-

cluding 1S3S, at least eleven acts of Congress have been
passed, organizing Territories which have since become
States, in all of which the Constitutional power of Con-
gess to interdict the introduction of Slavery into the Ter-
ritories of the United States, is either directly exercised,
or clearly asserted by enactments which, as matters of

authority, are tantamount to its exercise ; and that at the
only period when the peace of the slaveholding States was
su[)posed to be seriously endangered by Aboli ion agita-

tion, there was a spontaneous uprising of the people
of the North of both parties, by which agit^ition was
paralyzed, and the South reassured of our fidelity to the
cotupromises of theConstitution.
In the laws for the organization of the Territories, which

now constitute the States of Ohio, Indiana, Micliigan,

Illinois, Wisconsin and Iowa, Slavery was expressly pro-
hibited. The laws for the organization of the Territories

of Mississippi, New Orleans, Arkansas, Alabama and
Florida, containing enactments fully equivalent in regard
to the extent of power in Congress over the subject of

Slavery in the Territories to the express exercise of it

in other cases. These acts were approved by Presidents

Washington, the elder Adams, JeiTerson, Madison, Monroe,
Jackson and myself, all bound by our oaths of office to

withhold our respective approvals from laws which we
believed unconstitutional. If in the passage of these laws
during a period of half a century, and under the aflminis-

tration of so many Presidents, there was anything like

sectional divisions, or a greater or less participation in

their enactment on the part of the Representatives of the

I
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ilaveholding or r.on-slaveholding States, I am not ap-

prised of it. I believe the plan Jevised by the founders
of the Government, including the Fathers of our Political

Church, for the treatment of this great subject, and which
has hitherto been so faithfully sustained, and which has
proven so successful in preserving the Union of these

States, to be not only the wisest which the wit of man
could have devised ; but the only one consistent with the

safety and prosperity of the whole country. I do, there-

fore, desire to see it continued so long as Slavery exists in

the United States. The extent to wliich I have sustained

it in the various public stations I have occupied is known
to the country. I was at the time well aware that I went
further in this respect than many of my best friends could

approve. But deeply penetrated by the conviction that

Slavery was the only subject that could endanger our
blessed Union, I was determined that no effort on my
part, within the pale of the Constitution, should be want-
ing to sustain its compromises, as they were then under-
stood, and it is now a source of consolation to me that I

pursued the course I then adopted.
The doctrine wliioh the late Baltimore Convention has

presented for the sanction of the nation, is, in substance,

that the laws I referred to were but so many violations of

the Constitution—that this instrument confers no power on
Congress to exclude Slavery from the Territories, as has

80 often been done with the assent of all. This doctrine

is set forth in the published opinion of the highly respect-

able nominee of that Convention, who, it is well known,
received that distinction, because he avowed that opinion,

and who, it is equally certain, would not have received it

if he had not done so. It is proposed to give this doctrine

the most solemn sanction known to our political system,

by the election of its declared advocate and supporter to

the Presidency. If it receives the proposed sanction of

the People of the United States, the result cannot be

doubtful. The policy in regard to the extension of

Slavery to the Territories of the United States into which
it has not yet been introduced, which has existed since

tiie commencement of the Government, and the conse-

quences of which have been so salutary, must cease, and
every act of Congress designed to carry it into effect be
defeated by the Veto of the Executive.

The Territories now owned by the United States, and
every acquisition of territory that may hereafter be made
to the United States, whether obtained by annexation, by
cession for a valuable consideration, or by conquest, must,

as long as this opinion is held, and as far as the action of

the National Legislature is concerned, be subject to the

inroads of Slavery. And this consequence is to be sub-

mitted to on the assumption that the framers of the

Constitution, with their attention directed to the subject,

and with a well understood desire to do so, have failed to

clothe Congress with tlie necessary powers to prevent it.

I cannot, with my vote, contribute to this sanction. I

cannot do so, because I cannot concur in the opinion

which we are called upon to sustain.

The power, the existence of which is at this late day de-

nied, is, in my opinion, fully granted to Congress by the Con-
stitution. Its language, the circumstances under which it

was adopted, the recorded explanations which accompanied
its formation—the construction it has received from our
highest judicial tribunals, and the very solemn and re-

peated confirmations it has derived from the measures of

the Government—leave not the shadow of a doubt in my
mind, in regard to the authority of Congress to exercise

the power in question. This is not a new opinion on my
part, nor the first occasion on which it has been avowed.
Wlule the candidate of my friends for the Presidency, I

distinctly announced my opinion in favor of the power of
Congress to abolish Slavery in the District of Columbia,
although I was, for reasons which were then, and are still

satisfactory to my mind, very decidedly opposed to its

exercise there. The question of power b certainly as

clear in respect to the Territories as it is in regard to that'

District ; and as to the Territories, my ophiion was also

made known in a still more solemn form, by giving the

Executive approval required by the Constitution to the

bill for the organization of the Territorial Government of

Iowa, which prohibited the introduction of Slavery into

that Territory.

The ophiiou from which we dissent was given in the

face of, and directly contrary to, the views expressed, in

forms the most solemn and explicit, by all or nearly all

the non-slaveholding States, and we are not at liberty to

suspect the sincerity of these expressions. Honest and
well-meaning men, as we know the masses of our politi-

cal friends in those States to be, are incapable of trifling

with so grave a subject.

Our ancestors signalized the commencement of this

glorious Government of ours, by rescuing from subjection

to Slavery a Territory which is now covered by five great
States, and peopled by more than four millions of freemen,
in the full enjoyment of every blessingVhich industry
and good institutions can confer. They did this when the
opinions and conduct of the world in regard to the insti-

tution of Slavery were very different from what they are
now.
They did so before Great Britain had even commenced

those gigantic efforts for the suppression of Slavery by
which she has so greatly distinguished herself. After
sevenly-four years' enjoyment of the sacred and invalu-

able right of self-government, obtained for us by the valor
and discretion of our ancestors, we, their descendants,
are called upon to doom, or if that is too strong a word,
to expose to the inroad of Slavery, a territory capable of

sustaining an equal number of new States to be added to

our Confederacy—a territory in a great part of which
Slavery has never existed in fact, and from the residue of

which it has been expressly abolished by the existing Gov-
ernment. We are called upon to do this at a period when
the minds of nearly all mankind have been penetrated by
a conviction of the evils of Slavery, and are unite<l in

efforts for its suppression—at a moment, too,when the spirit

of Freedom ami Reform is everywhere far more prevalent
than it hns ever been, and when our Republic stands
proudly forth as the great exemplar of the world in the

science of Free Government.
Who can believe that a population like that which in-

habits the non-slaveholding States, probably amounting
to twelve millions, who by their own acts, or by the fore-

sight of others, have been exempted from the evils of
Slavery, can at such a moment be induced, by considera-
tions of any description, to make a retrograde movement
of a character so extraordinary and so painful? Such a
movement would, in my view of the matter—and I say it

with unfeigned deference to the conflicting opinions of

others—bring reproach upon the influence of free institu-

tions, which would delight the hearts and excite the hopes
of the advocates of arbitrary power throughout the
world.
Accept, gentlemen, my warmest acknowledgments for

the obliging expressions contained in your letter, and be-

lieve me to be
Your friend, Martin Van Bubbs.

To Messrs. Nelson J. Waterbury, David Dudley Field, and
i others, New York.

LAND FOR THE LANDLESS.
Action of Congress on the Public Lands.

The Public Domain of the United States is

still immense, notwithstanding the millions upon
millions of acres which have been squandered
or passed over to the hands of speculators and
monopolists, by the action of the National Go-
vernment during the past few years. It is

estimated by intelligent persons, who have
given their attention to the subject, that lying

within the States and Territories of this Govern-

ment there are now about one thousand millions

of acres of public lands still unentered. " What
shall be done with this immense domain?" is a

question which has for years occupied the

minds of thoughtful men, who have the best

interests of society at heart. At length, the

great question of the proper dispo-sition of these

lands has become one of party, and may be stated

as follows: " Shall the Public Domain be open
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to monopoly by speculators, leading inevitably

to a landed aristocracy ? or shall it be reserved

for actual occupants in small quantities, at a

nominal price, or without price ?" There would

be no ditficulty whatever in adjusting this

question at any time and in the right way, if

the Negro question, which, in the National

Administration, absorbs or overrides all others,

were not behind it. Although this is an old

question, it had never commanded in Congress,

the attention to which it is entitled, previous to

the organization of the Republican party ; be-

cause until that time both the great parties

into wliich the country was divided were either

controlled, or their action was modified, by the

Slaveholding interest of the country. That
interest, wliich is ever vigilant, understands

that Slavery cannot well exist were small free-

holds prevail, and hence it opposes, with all its

great power, all Preemption and Homestead
laws, knowing well that if our new States and
Territories arc to be occupied in quarter-sec-

tions, they will be occupied by working farmers,

and not by speculators and great planters.

Since this question has assumed a national

importance, a concise record of the proceedings

and votes in Congress during the session of

1858-9, and 1859-60, upon the disposition of

the I'ublic Domain, will be of interest as a

matter of record.

On the 20th of January, 1859, (See Congress-

ional Globe, p. 492,) a bill relating to preemp-

tions, reported from the Committee on Public

Lands, was pending before the House. The bill

proposed to make some changes in the details

of existing preemption laws, but without affect-

ing the substance of the present system of dis-

posing of the public lands. It was, however, in

parliamentary order to propose to amend the

bill so as to change the present system, and to

bring the House to a direct vote upon such pro-

positions. Tlie friends of such change were
prompt to avail themselves of this advantage.

Mr. Grow, of Pennsylvania, moved to amend
the bill by adding the following as an additional

section

:

Be it further ena-cted, That from and after the pas-
sage of Ibis act, no public land shall be exposed to sale by
Ijroclamation of the President, unless the same shall have
been surveyed, and the retm-n of such survey duly tiled in

the Land Office, for ten years or more before such sale.

The force and effect of this amendment would
be to give the preeniptors ten years the start

of the speculators and land monopolists. That
is to say : with the addition of Mr. Grow's
aniendnient to the existing laws and regulations

toucliing the Public Lands, they would be open
to preemption ten years before they could come
within the grasp of the speculator, thus giving

the poor, industrious settler ample time to

"clear up" his farm and pay for it from the pro-

ceeds of the soil. This was just what the South
and the Democracy did not want, as the sequel

will show.
Tlie opponents of the bill forthwith resorted

to parliamentary tactics to avoid a direct issue

upon Mr. Grow's proposition.

Thiir first movement was a motion to refer

the bill and amendment to the Committee of the

Whole, familiarly and aptly styled " tlie tomb cf

ried, the bill never would have been reached,

and would never have been heard of afterward.

The vote upon the motion to refer the bill to

the Committee of the Whole, was as follows

—

the Democrats in Roman, the Republicans in

Italics, and the Southern Americans in small
CAPITALS :

TBAS.

Maine.— Wood—1.
CoNNECTiCDT.—Arnold, Bishop—2.

New-York.—Burrouglis, Maclay, Russell, Taylor—4.

New-Jersey.—Wortendyke—1.

Pennsylvania.—Ahl, Chapman, Dewart, Montgomery,
Morris, Ritchie, White—7.

Maryland.—Harris, RiCAni)—2.
Virginia.—Bocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Faulkner, Gar-

nett, Millson, Powell—7.

North Carolina.—Craige, Ruffin, Scales, Winslow—4.

South Carolina.—Boyce, Branch, Keitt, McQueen,
Miles—5.

Georgia.—Crawford, Gartrell, Jackson, Seward, Ste-

phens, Trippe, Wright—7.

Florida.—Hawkins—1.

Alabama.—Curry, Houston, Moore, Shorter—4.

MississiPPL—Barksdale, Davis, McKae—3.
'

Louisiana.— EusTis, Sandidge, Taylor—3.

Texas.—Bryan, Reagan—2.

Tennessee.—Atkins, Jones, Matnard, Ready, Savage,
Watkins, Zollicoffer—7.

KENTncKY.—Burnett, Jewett, Marshall, Peyton, Ste-

venson, Talbott, Underwood—7.

Missourl—Anderson, Caruthers, John B. Clark, James
Craig, Phelps, Woodson—6.

Ohio.—Burns, Cockerill, Groesbeck, Harlan, Law-
rence, Nichols, Pendleton, Vallandigham—8.

Indiana.—Davis, English, Gregg, Hughes, Niblack—5.

Illinois.—Marshall, Morris, Shaw, Smith—4.

Total, 90.

NAYS.

Maine.—Foster, Gilman, Morse, I. Washhwrn—4.

New-Hampshire.—Oragin, Tappan—2.

Vermont.—Morrill, lioyce, Walton—3.

Massachusetts.—Buffinton, Burlingame, Chaffer,, Co-
mins, Daioes, Hall, Knapp, Thayer—S.

Rhode Island.—Brayton, Durfee—2.

Connecticut.—Clark, Deati—'i.
New-York.—Andrews, Clark, John Cochrane, Dodd,

Fenton, Granger, Hatch, Hoard, Eelsey, Matteson,
Morgan, Morse, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Spirtr

ner, Thompson—IS.

New-Jersey.—Clawson, Huyler—2.

Pennsylvania.—Covode, Edie, Florence, (??'ow, Jones,
Keim, Leidy, Purviance, Stewart— 9.

Maryland.—Bowie, Stewart—2.

Virginia.—Goode, Hopkins—2.

North Carolina.—Gilmer, Vance—2.

Alabama.—Cobb, Dowdell, Stallworth—3.
Mississippi.—Singleton— 1.

Ouin.

—

Bingham, Blisn, Giddings, Hall, Letter,
Mott, Sherman, Stanton, Tompkins, Wade—11.

Indiana.—Colfax, Foley, Kilgore, Peitit, Wilson
—5.

Illinois.—Fa/rnsworth,Kellogg, Lovejoy, Washlrurne,
-^.
Missourl—Blair—1.

Michigan.—//oward, Leach, Walhridge, Waldron

Wisconsin.—Po^^^T, Washburn—

%

Iowa.—Curtis, Dams—'i.
California.—Scott—1.

Minnesota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2. Total, 03.

The motion to refer the bill to the Commit-
tee of the Whole having thus failed, the House
was brought to a direct vote upon Mr. Grow's

amendment, which was adopted by the follow-

ing votes

:

YEAS.

Maine.—Foster, Gilman, Morse, WaMjum, Wood
—5.
New-Hampshire.— C/'a;/;'?!, Pike, 7'appa7i—S.
Xerhoht.—Morrill, lini/a', Walton— 3.

M.\iis.KCavSKrrs.—But/inion, Burlingame, Chaffe^
Comins, Davis, I>awes, Gooch, Hall, Knapp, Thayer
—10.
Rhode 1?xi<:d.—Brayton, Durfee—1.
Connecticut.—Deaii—\.
Nkw-Yiirk.-ul»'//'t>Mv«, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark,

tlie Copulets ." If that reference had been car- joha Cochrane, Dodd, Benton, Granger, Hoard, Kel-
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sey, Matteson, 3fnrgan, Morse, Murray, 01in Fdl-
tiier, Parke/r, Sharnum, Spinner, Thompson— 20.

Nnw-JuKSiiy.

—

Robbins—1.

Pknnstlvanu.—Chapman, Oovode, Edie, Florence,
Grow, Keiin, Morris, Phillips, Parmance, Ritchie,
Stewart— 11.

\ Maryland.—Stewart—1.

Tknnksske.—Atkins, Avery, Jones, Savage— 4.

Kentucky.—Jewett, Stevenson, Talbott—3.

Ohio—.Bingham, Bliss, Co<:\Lex\\\.Gidding8, Harlan,
Hovton, Lawrence, Leitcr, Miller, Mott, Sherman, Stan-
ton, Tompkins^ Wade— 14.

Indiana.— Vulfiix, Kilgore, Pettit, Wilson—^,
Illinois.—Farnsworth, Kellogg, Lovejoy, Washbttrne
—

4

Michigan.—Howard, Leach, Walbridge, Waldron—4.

WJSCO-ssin.—Billinghurst, Potter, Washburn—3.

Minnksota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2.

Iowa.- Curtis, Davis—2.

Missouri.—.Si!aH'—l. Total, 93.

Connecticut.—ArnoW-^l.
New-York.—Russell, Searing, Taylor—3.

Nkw-Jerskt.—Huyler, Wortenriyke—2.

Pennsylvania.—Alil, Dewart, Leidy, Montgomery—4.

BsLAWAKK —Whiteley— 1.

Maryland —Bowie-—1.

Virginia.—liocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Garnett,
Goode, llopkiiiji, Millson, Powell—8.

North Carolina.—Branch, Craige, Gilmer, KufEn,
Scales, Shaw, Vanck, Winslow—S.

South Carolina.—Honliam, Buyce, McQueen, Miles—4.

Georgia —Crawfoid, Gartreil, Jackson, Seward,
Stephens, Trippe, Wright—T.

Florida.—Hawkins

—

1.

Alabama.—Odbb, Curry, Dowdell, Houston, Moore,
Shorter, Stallworth—7.

Mississippi —Davis, McRae, Singleton-8,
LourstANA.— Kustis, Saiuliiige—2.

Texas.— KeuL'an— 1.

Tennessek.— Maynard, Rradt, Smith, Watkins, Zolli-
COFfkr—5.

Kkntuckt.—Burnett. Elliott, Underwood—8.

Ohio.—Burns, Cox, Hall, Peiullelon, Vallandigham—5.

Indiana.—Davis, Foiey, Gregg, Hughes— 4.

Illinois —Hodges, Marshall, Shaw, Smith—4.

Missouri.—Anderson, Caruthers, Clark, Craig, Phelps,
Woodson— 6.

California.—Scott—1. Total, SI.

Upon the adoption of Mr. Grow's amendment,
the Kepublican vote, as will be seen, was unani-
mously in the affirmative. Of the votes from
the Slave States, all but nine were in the nega-
tive, and, as we shall presently see, there was
only one of that number who was really in favor
of it, this one being Mr. Blair, Republican, of
Missouri.

Mr. Grow's amendment being incorporated
into the bill, the next question was upon the
passage of the bill, which was defeated by the
following vote :

Maine.—Foster, Morse, Washburn, Wood—4.

Nsw-Hampsiiirk.— CV«j/ni) Pike, Taj)/jan—2.
Vermont.—Morrill, Royae, Walton— 3.
Massachusetts.-i?M_^wto)(., Burlingame, Chaffee,

Comins, Davis, Dawes, Govch, Hall, Knapp, Thaye/r

Rhode JsLM^v.—Brayton, Durfee—2.
Connecticut.—Clark, Dean—2.

New-York.—Andrew's, Bennett, Burroughs, Clark,
J. B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Dodd, Fenton, Gran-
ger, Hatch, Hoard, Kelsey, Matteson, Morgan, Morse
Mwray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Spinner, Thompson

New-Jersey.—Clawson, Robbins—2.

Pennsylvania.—Covode, Dick, Edie, Grow, Keim
Morris, Puvviance, Ritchie, Stewart—9.

'

Maryland.—Davis— 1.

Ohio.—Bingham, Bliss, Cox, Giddings, Hall, Harlan,
Horton, Letter, Miller, Mott, Sherman, Stanton, Tomp-
kins, Wade—14.

Michigan.—//owar-cZ, Leach, Walbridge, Waldron
—4.
Inbiasa.—CoZ/acB, Kilgore, PetPit, Wilson—4.

Illinois.—ifa/'M«M)ori/t, Kellogg, Lov^oy, Morrla,
Washhurne—b.
Wisconsin.—PoW«r, Washburn—2.

Iowa.— Curtis, Davis—2.

Minnesota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2.

Missouri.-.B^ai/'—1. Total—91.

nays.

Connecticut.—Arnold—1.

New-York.—Corning, Russell, Searing, Taylor—4.
New-Jersey.—Huyler.—1.

Pknnsylvania.—Ahl, Chapman, Dewart, Florenco
Jones, Leidy, Montgomery, Phillips, White— 9.

Delaware.—Whiteley—1.

Maryland.—Bowie, Ricaud, Stewart—3.

Virginia.—Bocbck, Caskie, Edmundson, Garnett,
Goode, Hopkins, Millson, Powell—8.

North Carolina.—Craige, Gilmer, EuSin, Scales,
Shaw, Vance, Winslow—7.

South Carolina.—Bonham, Boyce, McQueen—8.

Georgia. — Crawford, Gartrel, Jackson, Stephens,
Trippe, Wright—6.

Florida.—Hawkins—1.

Alabama.—Cobb, DowdfeU, Houston, Moore, Shorter,
Stallworth— 6.

Mississippi.—Barksdale. Davis, McRae, Singleton—4.

Louisiana.—Sandidge, Taylor— 2.

Texas.—Bryan, Reagan—2.

Arkansas.—Greenwood—1.

Tennessee.—Atkins, Avery, Jones, Maynard, Readt,
Savage, Smith, Watkins, Zollicoffer—9.

Kentucky.—Burnett, Clay, Elliott, Jewett, Marshall,
Mason, Peyton, Stevenson, Talbott, Underwood—10.

Ohio.—Burns, Cockerill, Groesbeck, Pendleton, Val-
landigham—5.

Indiana.—Davis, Foley, Gregg, Hughes—4.

Illinois —Marshall, Shaw—2.

Missouri.—ANDbRsoN, Caruthers, Clark, Craig, Phelps,
Woodson. Total—95.

The defeat of the bill, in consequence of the

incorporation into it of Mr. Grow's amend-
ment, shows that a majority of the House was
really opposed to that amendment, althougli it

had been adopted by a vote of 98 to 81. Cer-

tain members, who did not dare to vote directly

against the amendment, joined in killing it

afterward, by killing the bill, of which it had
been made a part by their own votes.

Thns Messrs. Stewart, of Maryland, Atkins,

Avery, Jones and Savage, of Tennessee, and
Jewett, Stephenson, and Talbot, of Kentucky,
who had voted for the amendment, voted after

ward against the bill. Only one, Mr. Blair, of

the nine Southern supporters of the amend-
ment, proved true to it in the end, and no other

Southern member came to its support in the

final vote, saving only Mr. Davis, of Maryland,
who represents the free-labor interest of the
city of Baltimore, rather than- the interest of

the slaveholding and landed aristocracy of the
planting States,

Afterward, on the same day, when these

votes upon Mr. Grow's amendment were given,

the r.epresentatives from Minnesota, both of
them members of the Democratic party, de-

livered speeches, in which they made no secret

of their chagrin that a measure so vital to their

constituency encountered the nearly unanimous
opposition of their political friends. Mr. Cava-

naugh, one of the members froin Minnesota
{Globe, p. 505), said :

With reference to the vote on this bill to-day, with an
overwhelming majority of this side of the House voting

against my colleague and myself, voting against this bill,

I say it frankly, I say it in sorrow, that it was to tlie Re-
publican side of the House to whom we were compelled to

look for support of this just and honorable measure.
Gentlemen' from the South, gentlemen who have broad
acres and wide plantations, aided here to-day by their

votes more to make Republican States in the North than
by any vote which has been cast within the last two
years. These jjenlleiueu come here and ask us to support
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the South
;
yet they, to a man almost, vote against the

free, independent labor of the North and West.

I, sir, have inherited my Democracy ;
have been at-

tached to tlie Democratic party from my boyliood
;
have

believed In tlie great trulbs as enunciated by the " fa-

thers of the faitli," and have cherished them religiously,

knowing that, by tlieir faithful application to every

department uf this Government, this nation has grown

up from struggling colonies to prosperous, powerful, and

sovereign Slates. But, sir, when I see Southern gentle-

men come up, as I did to-day, and refuse, by their votes,

to aid my constituents, refuse to place the actual tiller of

the soil, the honest, industrious laborer, beyond the grasp

and avarice of the speculator, I tell you, sir, I falter and

I hesitate.

The amentJment of Mr. Grow, forbiddiug the

public sales of lands for at least ten years after

their survey, would secure the great bulk of the

lands to preemptors, and would give them a

long pay-day, and thus save them from the

enormous usury they are now compelled to pay

to money-lenders. It would not reduce the

revenue derived by the Treasury from the

public lands, but would only postpone it, and

this postponement would be far less prejudicial

to the Government than it would be beneficial

to the settler. The Government can borrow

money at four and a half per cent per annum,

while the settler frequently pays five per cent.

per month for the money to enter his lands, to

prevent their sale at public auction.

On the first of February, the question of the

Public Lands was again before the House, the

pending bill (House bill No. 72) being a bill to

secure Homesteads to actual settlers, and being

in the words following

:

A BILL TO SECURE HOMESTEADS TO ACTUAL SET-

TLERS ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN.

§ 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re-
presentatives of the United States ofAmerieain Con-
gress assembled, 'i:\\i!Li any ^xivson yiho is the head of a
family, or who has arrived at the age of twenty-one
years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who shall

have filed his intention to become such, as required by the
naturalization laws of the United States, shall, from and
after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, free of

cost, one quarter-section of vacant and unappropriated
public lands which may, at the time the application is

made, be subject to private entry, at $1 2.^ per acre, or a
quantity equal thereto, to be located in a u idy, in con-
formity with the legal subdivisions of pubuc lands, and
after the same shall have been surveyed.

§ 2. And be it further enacted. That the person ap-
plying for the benefit of this act shall, upon application to

the register of the land office in which he or she is about
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said regis-

ter that he or she is the head of a family, or is twenty-one
years or more of age, and that such application is made
for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and those spe-
cially mentioned in this act, and not either directly or
indirectly for the use or benefit of any other person or
persons whomsoever ; and upon making the affidavit as
above required, and filing the affidavit with the register,

he or she shall thereupon be permitted to enter the

quantity of land already specified : Provided, however.
That no certificate shall be given or patent issued therefor
until the expiration of five years from the date of such
entry ; and if, at the expiration of such time, or at any
time thereafter, the person making such entry, or, if he
be dead, his widow, or, in case of her death, his heirs or
devisee, or in case of a widow making such entry, her
heirs or devisee, in case of her deaih, shall prove by
two creditable witnesses that he, she, or they, have con-
tinued to reside upon and cultivate such land, and still

reside upon the same, and have not alienated the same,
or any part thereof, then, in such case, he, she, or they, if

at that time a citizen of the United States, shall, on pay-
ment often dollars, be entitled to a patent, as in other
cases provided by for law : And provided, further, In
case of the death of both father and mother, leaving an in-

fant child or children under twenty-one years of age, the
right and the fee shall inure to the benefit of said infant
child or children, and the executor, administrator or
guardian may, at any time within two years after the

death of the surviving parent, and in accordance withthti

laws of the State in which such children for the time being

have their domicil, sell said land for the benefit of said

infants, but for no other purpose ; and the purchaser
shall acquire the absolute title by the purchase, and be
entitled to a i)alent from the Unit'-d States.

§.3. And be it further er.icted,. That the regiater of

the land office shall note all such applications on the
tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a register of

all such entries, and make a return thereof to the General
Land Office, together with the proof ujjon wlilch they
have been founded.

§ 4. And be it further enacted. That all lands ac-

quired under the provisions of this act shall in no event
become liable to tiie satisfaction of any debt or debts con-
tracted prior to the issuing the patent therefor.

§ 5. And be itfarther enacted. That if, at any time af-

ter the fiUng the affidavit, as required in the second sec-

tion of this act, and before the expiration of the five years
aforesaid, it shall be proven, after due notice to the settler,

to the satisfaction of the register of the land office, that

the person having filed such athdavit shall have actually

changed his or her residence, or abandoned the said entry

for more than six months at any time, then, and in that

event, the land so entered shall revert back to the

Government, and be disposed of as other public lands are

now by law, subject to an appeal to the General Land
Office.

§ 6. And be it further enacted. That no individual

shall be permitted to make more than one entry under
the provisions of tliis act ; and that the Commissioner of

the General Land Office is hereby required to prepare

and issue such rules and regulations, consistent with this

act, as shall be necessary and prdper to carry its provi-

sions into eflfect ; and that the registers and receivers of

the several land offices shall be entitled to receive the

same compensation for any lands entered under the pro-

visions of this act that they are now entitled to receive

when the same quantity of land is entered with money,
one-half to be paid by the person making the application,

at the time so doing, and the other half on the issue of the

certificate by the person to whom it may be issued

:

Provided, That nothing in tliis act shall be so construed

as to impair or interfere in any manner whatever with

existing preemj-tiou rights.

The previous question having been ordered,

the House was brought to a direct vote upo?

this bill, without debate.

A motion to lay the bill on the table was los

—Yeas, 77 ; Nays, 113 ; and the bill was theL

passed—Yeas, 120 ; Nays, 76.

As these two votes were substantially the

same, we only give the last one, which was
upon the past^age of the bill, and which was as

follows :

YEAS.

Maine.—Abbott, Foster, Gilman, Morse, Washburn
—5.
New-Hampshire.—Cragin, Pike, Tappan^-Z.
Vermont —Morrill, Hoyce, Walton— S.

Massachdsetts.—Buffinton, Burlingdme, Chaffee,

Comins, Davis, Dawes, Gooch, Hall, Xnaj^pi, Thui/er
—10.
RHO^E Island.—Brayton, Durfee—2.

Connecticut.—Bishop, Clark, Bean—8.

New-York.—Andrews, Barr, Burrour/hs, C. B. Coch-
rane, John Cochrane, Corning, Dodd, Fenton, Goodwin,
Granger, Haskin, Hatch, Hoard, Kelsey, Maclay, Mat-
teson, Morgan, Morse, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker,
Pottle, Russell, Spinner, Taylor, Ward—27.

New-Jersey.—Adrian, Clawson, Bobbin-^, Wortendyke
—4.

Pennsylvania.—Corode, Dick, Florence, Grow, Hick-

ma.n,Keim, Morris, Phillips, Purciance, Reilly, Roberta,

Stewart, Kunkel—13.

Tennessee.—Jones—1.

Kentucky.—Jewett—1.

Objo.—Bingham, Bliss, Burns, Cockerill, Cox, Gid-
dings, Groes'beck, Hall, Harlan, Horfoii, Lawrence,

Leiter, Miller, Pendleton, Sherman, Stanton, Tomp-
kins, Vallandigham, Wade—11*.

Indiana.— Casf, Colfax, Davis, Foley, Gregg, Kilgore,

Pettit, Wilson—8.

Illinois. —J^ar?i*tfwW, Hodges, Kellogg, Lovcjoy,
Morris, Smith, Washbvrne—1.
Micmax's.—Howard, Leach, Walbridge. Waldron—4.

Wisconsin.—5/?//" i/Aw'-s!!, Potter, Washburn—S.

Minnesota.—Cavanaugh, Phelps—2.

Iowa—Curtis, Da via—2.
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Missouri.—Crai^—1

.

California.—McKibbin, Scott—2. Total, 120.

Pfnnstlvaku.—Leidy—1.

Delaware.—Whiteley—1.

Maryland.—Bowie, Davis, Harris, Kunkel, Ricaud,
Stewart—6.

Virginia.—Bocock, Caskie, Edmundson, Faulkner, Gar-
nett, Goode, Hopkins, Jenkins, Letcher, Millson, Smith
—11.
North Carolina. — Branch, Craige, Gilmer, Ruf35n,

Scales, Shaw, Vance, Winslow—8.

South Carolina.— Bonham, Boyce, Keitt, McQueen,
Miles—5.

Georgia.—Crawford, GartreU, Hill, Jackson, Seward,
Stephens, Trippe, AVright—8.

Alabama. — Cobb, Curry, Dowdell, HousVn, Moore,
Shorter, Stallworth—T.

Mississippi..—Barksdale, Lamar, McRae, Singleton—4.
Louisiana.—Eustis—1.

Texas.—Reagan—1.

Arkansas.—Greenwood—1.

Tennessee.—Atkins, Avery, JIaynard, Ready, Smith,

Watkins, AVright, Zollicoffer—8.

Kentucky.—Burnett, Marshall, Mason, Peyton,UKDER-
WOOD—5.

Ohio.—Nichols—1.

Indiana.—English, Hughes, Niblack'—3.

Illinois.—Marshall, Shaw—2.

Missouri.—Anderson, Clark, Woodson—8. Total, T6.

Only three Southern members—Jones of Ten-

nessee, Jewett of Kentucky, and Craig of Mis-

souri—voted for the bill, thereby marking un-

mistakably the bectional character of the oppo-

sition to it.

The Hepii^lican vote, with a solitary excep-

(ion," was given solid for the bill. Of the

Northern members connected with the Demo-
cratic party, twenty-nine voted for tlie bill and
six voted against it. Thus, of the entire Demo-
cratic party in the House, a large majority was
against the bill, but even this is less important

than the other fact, that the Southern wing of

("he vote was almost unanimously against, it

being this Southern wing which controls in the

party councils, and which, when out-voted in

the House, has other departments of the Gov-

ernment, the Senate and the President, with

which it is more powerful, and by means of

which it has so far rarely failed to defeat mea-
sures, however popular and beneficial, which it

dislikes.

The Homestead bill had now passed the House
by a decisive majority, but it had yet to encoun-

ter the more dangerous ordeal of the Senate, in

whicli the Democratic majority was larger, and
in which the representation of the slaveholding

States is proportionably greater.

No direct vote upon the measure was, in fact,

reached in the Senate, because the Southern

managers would not permit it.

There are two ways of killing off obnoxious
measures. One is, to act upon tliem and vote

them down. Another is, to overslaugh them
whenever they are proposed, by proceeding to

consider some other business. This latter me-

thod is invariably resorted to, wliere a measure,

obnoxious to a majority of tlie Senate, is sup-

posed to be acceptable to tlie people. And it

was precisely by this method, and for that rea-

son, that the Homestead bill was run over,

ehoved aside, evaded, and left unacted upon, by

the Senate during its late session. The regular

appropriation bills and the bill for the purchase

of Cuba were being pressed upon the time of

the Senate during the last days of the session,

both of them commanding the support of the

majority of that body.

On the 17th day of February, Mr. "Wade, of

Ohio, (6'o»i. Globe, page 1074,) moved to post-

pone all prior orders and take up the Homestead
bill, which had passed the House. The follow-

ing extracts from the debate upon this motion
will exhibit the points made :

Mr. Wade.—The Homestead bill, to which I am a good
deal attached, has, I believe, twice passed the House and
come to this body, but somehow it has had the go-by, and
we have never had a direct vote upon it here that I know
of. I do not propose to iJiscuss it for a single moment, and
I hope none of its friends will debate it, because it has
been pending before Congress for several years, and I pre-

sume every senator is perfectly well acquainted with all

its provisions, and has made up his mind as to the course
he will pursue In regard to it. I have no hope that any-
thing I could say would win an opponent of the bill to its

support; and I hope every friend of the measure will take
no time in debate, but will try to get a vote upon it, for I
think it is the great measure of the session. All I want,
all I ask, is to have a vote upon it.

Mr. Reid, of North Carolina.—I think it is too late in the
session now to take up this bill to be acted upon here, at

least until we act upon other great measures upon which
there is more unanimity of sentunent in the country, and
a higher sense of duty upon us to pass them during the
few days of the session that remain.

Mr. Hunter, of Vii-ginia.—I Ijelieve that a fortnight from
to-day will take us to the 3d of March. Now, it is known
that we have nearly all the important appropriation liills,

and one that is unfinished, to take up. I hope there will

be no effort to press this Homestead bill, so as to displace

the appropriation bills. I must appeal to the Senate to

consider how little of the session is now left to us, and
whether we ought not to take up the appropriation bill and
dispose of it.

Mr. Shields, of Minnesota. -The friends of this bill de-

sire nothing but a vote upon it, not to waste time in de-

bate. Let us take it up, and have a fair vote upon it.

Mr. Hunter—I do not conceal the fact that I am very
much opposed to it ; but I suppose whenever this bill

comes up, it must be the subject of debate.
Mr. Wilson, of Massachusetts.— I appreciate the anxiety

of the senator from Virginia to take up the appropriation

bill; but I would suggest to that senator that he allow us

to tak§ up this bill, and ha^e a vote upon it. I do not

suppose that anybody, who is in favor of the measure, de-

sires to consume the time of tlie Senate, at this stage of

the session, by discussing tl. It has been discussed before

the nation. It is well understood. I believe it is sus-

tained by an overwhelmning majority of the people of th«

countiy.
Mr. Wade —I have no doubt, from the business before

us, that this is the last opportunity we shall have to act

upon this great measure, I hope, as I said before, that

every friend of it will stand by it until it is eithei' triumph-

ant or defeated, and that, too, in preference to any other

business that may be urged upon us. As to the appropria-

tion bills, I have not the least fear but that they wiU go

through. Their gravitation carries them through.

The question was then taken, and Mr. Wade's
motion was carried by the following vote, the

Republicans being indicated by italic x :

Yeas Messrs. Bright, Broderick, Chandler, Collamer,
Dixon, Poolitile, Fessenclcn, Foot, Foster, Gwin, JIule,

Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson, of Tenne.ssee, King, Pugh,

Rice, St'ward, Shields, Simmons, Smith, Stuart, Trunin

bull, \Varle, and Wihan—2Q.
Nays—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown,

Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch Fitzpatrick, Green,

Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearee,

Reid, Slidell, Toombs, and Ward—28.

Upon an examination of this vote, it will be

seen that the Republicans voted unanimously

in the allirmative, and that the Slave State Sen-

ators were all in the negative, with the soli-

tary exception of Mr. Johnson, of Tennes.^ee.

Of" the Free State Democrats, Gwin, Bright,-

Pugh, Rice, Shields, Smith, and Stuart, all be-

ing^from the new States, voted for Mr. Wade's

motion.

The Homestead bill was now up, and, so far
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as its frieiuls were concerned, nothing was
asked but a vote, wliich would not have con-

sumed ten minutes. But a vote was precisely

what the Southern managers were determined
to avoid.

Instantly, therefore, upon the announcement
of the success of Mr. Wade's motion, which

brouslit the bill before the Senate, Mr. Hunter
took the floor, and moved that it be set aside,

so as to take up another bill, viz. : the Diplo-

matic and Consular Appropriation bill.

No question of order w:as raised upon this

motion of Mr. Hunter, but it was well charac-

terized as "c7(«Wa- p^«.v," to move to set aside

a bill, instantly after a vote to take it up.

Pending some conversational debate upon
Mr. Hunter's motion, the hour of twelve o'clock

arrived, and the Vice-President decided that

the Cuba bill, having been assigned for that

hour, was the subject pending before the Senate.

Hereupon, Mr. Wade moved to postpone the

twelve o'clock order, and continue the consi-

deration of the Homestead bill, and this motion

prevailed by the following vote :

Yeas—Messrs. Cell, Bright, Broderick, Clb-indUr,
Clark, CuUa/iier, l/ixon, JJoolittle, Douglas, Durkeei
jt^^sencleri, Foot, J'osier, Hale, Hamlin, Uai'Lin-
Jolmson of Tennessee, King, Pugh, Rice, Seiritn'. Sinr
mons, Smith, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson
—2T.

Nats-—Messrs. Allen, Bates, Benjamin, Bigler, Brown,
Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin,
Haumiond, Hunter, Iversons, Johnson, of Arliansas,

Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell,

Tooailjs, Ward, and Yulee—26.

On this vote, an additional Southern Senator,

Mr. Bell, of Tennessee, ranged himself on the

side of Homesteads. But this was offset by
the ratting back to the negative side of Mr.

Gwin.
The Homestead bill was now again .before

the Senate, but the question, as stated by the

Vice-President, was still upon Mr. Hunter's

motion to set it aside, and take up the Consular

and Diplomatic Appropriation bill.

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, threatened an " ex-

tended debate''' upon the Homestead bill, if its

consideration were insisted upon. He declared,

at any rate, for himself that he intended to "^o
into it pretty largely, because he had iiot yet

known, a bill so fraught with mischief, and ')nis-

chlef of the 7nost demoralizing kindy
Mr. Wade and Mr. Seward, in brief and ener-

getic terms, exhorted the friends of the bill to

stand firm.

The vote was then taken upon Mr. Hunter's
motion, and resulted as follows:

Teas.—Messrs. Allen, Bates, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler,
Brown, Clay, Clingman, Davis, Fitch, Fitepatrick, Green,
Gwin, Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas,
Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Reid, Sebastian,
Slidell, Toombs, Ward, and Yulee—28.

Nays.—Messrs. Bell, Bright, Broderick, Chandler,
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee,
Feeseiid&n, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamllii, Harlan,
Houston, Jolmson of Tennessee, King, Pugh, Rice,
Seward, Sinvmons, Smith, Stuart, Trwnbull Wade, and
Wilson— 2S.

The vote being a tie, the Vice-President, Mr-
Breckinridge, voted in the affirmative, and tJius,

after a long struggle, the Homestead bill was,

for that day, overslaughed.

Of the twenty eight votes for oversla aghing
it, all but five are from the South, and cne of

these five. Mr. Gwin, is only a temporary resi-

dent of X Free State.

Of the twenty-eight votes in favor of .sustain-

ing the bill, only three are from the South, and
only one of the three (Johnson of Tennessee,)
is a Democrat.
Two days afterward, on the 19th of February,

Mr. Wade again moved to set aside all prioi

orders and take up the Homestead bill ; but this

motion was negatived by the following vote :

Yeas.—Messrs. Broderick, Chandler, Clark, Collamer,
Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, FessemUn, Foot, HaU
Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Jones, King,
Pugli, Rice, Seward, Sliields, Sitiimons, Stuart, Trwni^
hull. Wade, and Wilson— 1i.

Nats.—Messrs. Allen, Bales, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler,

Bright, Brown,* Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden,
Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Houston,
Hunter, Iverson, Kennedy, Mallory, Mason, Pearce,
Polk, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Smith, Toombs, Ward, and
Yulee—81.

Upon these two days, the I7th and 19th of
February, the question was made between the

consideration of the Homestead bill and the con-

sideration of the appropriation bills, the neces-

sity ot passing which last bills did not fail to be
insisted upon by the Democratic managers. At
a subsequent stage of the session, as will be

presently seen, the question was made between
considering the Homestead bill and considering

the Cuba bill.

Upon the 25th day of February, upon the oc-

casion of a motion by Mr. Slidell to postpone

all prior orders and take up the bfll for the pur-

chase of Cuba, Mr. Doolittle resisted it, and
called upon the friends of Homesteads to vote

it down, so that he himself might submit a mo-
tion to take up the Homestead bill. Mr. Doo-
Ihtle said :

I think it would be better to take up this question of
the Homestead bill and vote upon it, and then the Cuba
bill will come up. I ask the friends of the Homestead
bill now to stand by it and give it the preference.

The vote was then taken, and the motion to

take up the Cuba bill prevailed, as follows

:

Yeas—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, Biglert
Brown, Chestnut, Clay, Clingman, Davis, F'itch, Fitz-

patrick, Green, Gwin, Hammond, Houston, Hunter, Iver-

son, Jones, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh. Reid,
Rice, Sebastian, Shields, Slidell, Smith, btuart, Tooiubs,
Ward, Wright, and Yulee—35.

Nays—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Chandler, Clark,
Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessen-
den. Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson of

Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Pearce, iSeward, Simmons,
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—24.

The Cuba bill was now up, and the discussion

upon it protracted the session late into the

night, and almost into the next morning. It

was distinctly seen during the progress of this

discussion that it would be without practical re-

sult, and -that no vote could be reached before

the final adjournment of Congress.

Accordingly, at ten o'clock in the evening,

Mr. Doolittle felt it to be his duty to renew the

attempt to set aside the Cuba bill, the subject-

matter of a manifestly idle debate, so as to take

up the Homestead bill. His motion to that effect,

and the commencement of the debate upon it,

will be found on page 1351 of the Congrtn-

sional Globe. Such extracts are made as will

exhibit its general character :

Mr. Trumbull.—If there was any assurance that the

Homestead bill could be taken up, after the Cuba ques-

tion was disposed of, I should be willing to see it have
the gcK"3T on the present occasion ; but we have sought

(
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repeatedly to bring up the Homestead bill, a..d every
aiovemeut that lias been made to biiiig it up has been
Tiet with a counter moveuient, crowding it out of the
way with something else If the senator from
Virginia will give us an as. urance that we shall have a
chance to bring up the Homestead bill, and keep it be-
fore the Senate until we can get a vote upon it, after the
Cuba bill is through, and that he will not interpose an
appropriation bill, I would join with gentlemen in asking
my friend from Wisconsin to withdraw the motion he has
made.

Mr. Hunter.—I certainly will press the appropriation
dUIs. I will give no promise to vote to take up the
Homestead bill.

Mr. Trumbull.—That is as I expected. We now have
notice that we are to be met with an appropriation bill

the moment that the Cuba question is disposed of, and
here we are wasting our time at this stage of the session

In making long speeches, and debating about the acquisi-

tion of a country that does not belong to us, instead of

providing for the settlement of the country which we own.
There can be no hope of getting up the liomestead bill as
against an appropriation bill.

Mr. Seward.—After nine hours yielding to the discussion

of the Cul)a question, it is time to come back to the great
question of the day and the age. The Senate may as well

meet face to face the issue which is before them. It is an
issue presented by the competition between these two
questions. One, the Homestead bill, is a question of

Iiomes, of lands for the landless freemen of the United
States. The Cuba bill is a questioS of slaves for the slave-

holders of the United States.

Mr. Wade.—I am very glad that this question has at

length come up. I am glad, too, that it has antagonized
with this nigger question. (Laughter.) I have been try-

ing here for nearly a month to get a straightforward vote
upon this great measure of land for the landless. I glory
in that measure. It is the greatest that has ever come
before the American Senate, and it has now come so that
there is no dodging it. The question will be, shall we give
niggers to the niggerless, or lands to the landless ?

I moved some days ago to take up this subject. It was
said then that there was an appropriation bill that stood
in the way. The senator from Virginia had his appropri-
ation bills. It was important, then, that they should be
settled at once ; there was danger that they would be
lost, and the Government would stop in consequence ; and
the appeal was made to gentlemen to give this bill the
go-by for the time being, at all events, and the appeal was
Buccessful. The appropriation bills lie very easy now be-
hind this nigger operation. (Laughter.) When you come
to niggers for the niggerless, all other questions sink into

insignificance.

Mr. Doolittlc's motion to set aside the Cuba
bill for the purpose of taking up the Ilorneticead

bill, wius lost, by the following vote :

Yeas—Messrs. Broderick, Cameron, Clark, Chandler,
CoUamer, Doolittle, I'tssem/en, Foot, Foster, Hale,
Ilatnlin, Ilitrlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Seward,
Si'flinons, TrtombiM, Wade', and WiUtin—19.

N.ws—Messrs. Alli.:n, IJenjamin, Eayard, Bigler, Brown,
Chestnut, V\::\-, Clbignian, Douglas,' Htch, Fitzpatrick,

Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane,
Mallory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Ileid, llice, Sebastian, Shields,

Slidell, Toombs, Ward and "Wright^29.

This was the last attempt made to get up the
HoiiiestCiid bill in the Senate. It had first been
overslaughed by the appropriation bills, and
now by the Cuba bill, ami no expectation

remained of reaching it during the lew remain-

ing days of the session. The Republicans, who
had endeavored to get it up in all forms and on
all occasions without success, felt it to be their

duty to abandon a manifestly hopeless struggle.

From this review of the votes in the Senate
and House, it will be seen tiiat the two great

national parties, the one representing the rights

and interests of free labor, and the other repre-

senting the pretensions of Negro Slavery, have
come to a well-defined issue upon this great

niaUer of the disposition of the Public Domain.

In the House of Representatives, oc the 6th

of March, 1860, Mr. Lovejoy, from the Com-
mittee on Public Lands, reported the following

bill (previously introduced by Mr. Grow), which
was read twice, and committed to the Committee
of the Whole.

A BILL TO SECURE HOMESTKADS TO ACTUAL
SETTLERS ON THK POBLIC DOMAIN.

Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Rer
presentatwes of the Umted States of America in
Congress assembled, That any person who is the head
of a family, or T.ho has arrived at the age of twenty-one
years, and is a citizen of the United States, or who shall

have filed his intention to become such, as required by
the naturalization laws of the United States, shall, from
and after the passage of this act, be entitled to enter, free

of cost, one hundred and sixty acres of unappropriated
public lands, upon wtiich said person may have filed a
preemption claim, or which maj% at the time the applica-
tion is made, be subject to preemption at one dollar and
twentj'-five cents, or less, per acre ; or eighty acres of

such unappropriated lands, at two dollars and fifty centa
per acre ; to be located in a body, in conformity to the

legal subdivisions of the public lands, and after the same
shall have been surveyed.

§ 2. And be it further enacted, That the person ap-
plying for the benefit of this act shall, upon application to

the register of the land office in which he or she is about
to make such entry, make affidavit before the said register

or receiver that he or she is the head of a family, or is

twenty-one years or more of age, and that such applica-

tion is made for his or her exclusive use and benefit, and
those specially mentioned in this act, and not either

directly or indirectly for the use or benefit of any other

person or persons whomsoever ; and upon filing the
affidavit with the register or receiver, he or she shall there-

upon be pennitted to enter the quantity of land specified

:

Provided, however. That no certificate shall be given or

patent issued therefor until the expiration of five years
from the date of such entry ; and if, at the expiration of

such time, or at any time witliin two years thereafter, the

person making such entry—or if he be dead, his widow
;

or in case of her death, his heirs or devisee ; or in case of

a widow making such entry, her heu's or devisee, in case
of her death—shall prove by two credible witnesses that

he, she, or they have resided upon and cultivated the

same for the term of five years immediately succeeding
the time of filing the affidavit aforesaid; then, in such
case, he, she, or they, if at that time a citizen of the

United States, shall, on payment of ten dollars, be enti-

tled to a patent, as in other cases provided for by law

:

And, prorided, further, That in case of the death of both
father and mother, leaving an infant child, or children,

under twenty-one years of age, the right and fee shall

inure to the benefit of said infant child, or children ; and
the executor, admuiistrator, or guardian may, at any time
within two years after the death of the surviving parent,

and in accordance with the laws of the State in which
such children for the time being have their domicil, sell

said land for the benefit of said infants, but for no other

purpose ; and the purchaser shall acquire the absolute

title by the purchase, and be entitled to a patent from the

United States, on payment of the office fees and sum of

money herein specified.

Skc. 8. And be it further enacted, That the register

of the land office shall note all such applications on the

tract-books and plats of his office, and keep a register of

all such entries, and make return thereof to the General
Land Office, together with the proof upon which they
have been founded.

Si<c. 4. And be itfurther enacted. That all lands ac-

quired under the provisions of this act shall in no event
become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts

contracted prior to the issuing of the patent therefor.

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted. That if, at any
time after the filing of the affidavit, as required in the

second section of this act, and before the expiration of

the five years aforesaid, it shall be proven, after due no-

tice to the settler, to the satisfaction of the register of the

land office, that the person having filed such affidavit

shall have actually changed his or her residence, or

abandoned the said entry for more than six months at

any time, then, and in that event, the land so entered

shall revert to the government. .

Stc 6. And be itfurther enacted. That no Individual

shall be permitted to make more than one entry under

the provisions of this act ; and that the Commissioner of

the General Land Office is hereby required to prepare

and issue such rules and regiilatious, consistent with this

act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its provi-
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slons into effect ; and that the registers and receivers of

tlie several land offices sliall be entitled to receive the

same compensation for any lands entered under the pio-

visions of this act that they are now entitled to receive

when tlie same quantity of land is entered with money,
one-half to be paid by the person making the application

at the time of so doing, and the otlier half on the issue of

the certificate, by the person to whom it may be issued :

Provided, That nothing contained in this act shall be so

construed as to impair or interfere in any manner what-
ever with existing preemption rights : And provided,
further, Tliat all persons who may have tiled their ap-

plications for a preemption right prior to the passage

of this act shall be entitled to all privileges of this act.

Subsequently, a motion was made by Mr. Love-

joy, to reconsider the vote by wliich the bill

had been referred to the Committee of the

Whole. On Monday, March 12, Mr. Lovejoy
called up this motion, and under the operation

of the previous question, it was agreed to, 106

to 67, as follows :

Yeas.—Messrs. Ad rain, Aldrich, Ashley, Babbitt,

Bingham, Itlake, Buffinton, Burlingarae, Campbell, Carey,
Carter, Cnse, John Cochnine, Colfax, Conkling, Cooper,
Corwin, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Cuxiia, John G,
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Elliot,

Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Foujce, Frank, French,
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin,
Helmick, Hoard, Holman, Howard, Hutchins, Junkin,
Frnncis W. Kellogg, William Kelli'gg, Kilgore, Killinger,

Larmbee, De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, Loomis, Love-
j'ly, Maclay, Marston, Charles J). Martin, McClernand,
McKean, McKnii^ht, Mllhvaid, Moorhead, Morrill,

Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Pendleton, Perry, Por-
ter, Potter, Pottle, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson,
James C. Robinson, Royce, Schwartz, Hcott, Scran-
t 'ii, Sedgwick, Slieriiian, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, Stout,
^'lr;ltton, Tappan, Tiiayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble,
ViiHandigham, Vandever, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Cad-
walader C. Washburn, Ellihu B Washburne, Israel Wash-
burn, Wells, Windoin, and Woodruff—106.
Nats — Messrs. Green Adams, ThomasL. Anderson.,

William C. Andkr>on Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bon-
ham, Brabson, Branch, Bkistow, Burch, Burnett, Clop-
ion, Cobb, Curry, lieuben Davis, De Jarnette, Ed-
miindson, English, Eth ridgk. Oarnett, Gartrell, Gil-
MKu, Hardeman, J. Mhrrison Harris, Hatton, Hill,
Hindman, Iltiuxton, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones,
Keitt. Lamar, Landrum, Leake, Love, TA^i.hOB.Y, Elbert
S. Martin, Tsli.\jikM>, McQueen, MoRae, Miles, Millson,
Montgomery, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Peyton, Pryor,
Pugh, Reagan, Ruffin, Sickles, Simms, Singleton,
William Smith, William N. II- Smith, Stevenson, ?toebs,
Underwood, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Woodson, and
Wright—^1.

Republicans in Roman ; Democrats in Italics ; Ameri-
cans in small caps ; Anti-Lecouipton Democrats in

Roman spaced.
So the motion was reconsidered, and the bill

was before the House. Mr. Lovejoy moved that

the bill be engrossed and read a third time. Mr.
Branch (N. C.) moved to lay the bill on the

table. Lost, 62 to 112, the yeas being all from
the South, e.Kcept Mr. Montgomery, Democrat, of

Pennsylvania, and the nays all from the North,

except Mr. James Craig, Democrat, of Missouri.

So the House refused to lay the bill on the

table ; and it was read a third time and passed.

Tlie vote was as follows—The Republicans in

Roman, the Administration Democrats in Italics,

the Americans in small caps, and the Auti-

Lecompton Democrats in Roman spaced:
TEAS.

Maine.—Foster, French, Morse, Perry, Somes, Israel
Washburn—

6

New -Hampshire.—Marston, Tappan—2.

VicEM'iNT.—Morrill, Royce, Walton—3.

Massachdsetts.—Bufliriton, Dawes, Delano, Elliot,

Gooch, Rice, Thayer, Train— S.

Connecticut —Buroliam, Feiry, Loomis, Woodruff—4.

KhodV;- Island.—Chri,<inpliei- Robinson—1.

New-Yokk.—Barr. I!iu<;gs, Cuter, o'ohn Cochrane,
Conk'ing, D.ieli Feniou. I''iai]k, Gr:iliain, Haskin,
Hoard, Uirnp ivy, L-e, Maclay, McKeau, Olin Pottle,

Sickles, Sploiier, Van WycK, Weils—21.

New-Jkb,'<kt.— A d r a i n, R I g g s, Stratton—3.

Pennsylvania—Babbitt, Campbell, Covode, Florence,
Glow, HhIo, Hall, Hi ckiuan, Junkin. Killen),'er, Mf-
Kniglil,McPljer-,oij, Millward, E.Joy Morri3,8ch w arl»
Scrantoii, Verree— 17.

Onto.— A^lil.-v, liir,j,'liam, Blake, Carey, Corwin, Cox,
Ed!,'ertoi), Gurley, lb- iiiick, Howard, Ilutchin«, Chnrlei
D. Martin. J'erulleton, Sherman, Stanton, Tompkins,
Triniljle, Vallandigham— IS.

Michigan— ('6ii;/ie/', Francis W. Kellogg, De Witt 0.

Leach, Waldron—4.

Indiana.—Case, Colfax, John t>. D a v I », Doon,
English, Holman, Kilgore Niblack, Porter, Wilson—I''.

Illinois.—Fouke, ^V in. Kellogg, Logan, Lovrjoy, Ma-
Clernand, James C. Robinson, R. B. Washburne—

7

Wisconsin.— Aar/Yj^ei?, Potter, C. C. Washburn—3.

Iowa.—Curtis, Vandever—2.

Minnesota.—Aldrich, Windom—2.

California.—Buroh, Scott—2.

Okegon.—Stout— \.

MissoDRi.

—

James Craig—1. Total, 115.

All from the Free States except James Craig, of

Missouri.
nays.

Pennstlvavia.—Montgomery—1.

Delaware.— Whiteley—1.

Maryland.-H. Winter Davis, J. M. Harris, Ilughem,

Webster—4.

Virginia.-^oeoe^, De Jarnette. Edmundson, Gar-
nett, Jenkins, Leake. Elbert S. Martin, Wilson,

Pryor, William Smith— 10.

North Carolina.—^/OwcA, Gilmer, Ruffin, William
N. H. Smith, Vance— 5.

South Carolina.—JSyw7ta»«-, Keith, McQueen, Miles—1.

Georgia.—Gartrell, IIakoeman, Hill, Jackson, Jones,

Love, Underwood—7.

AhABAMA.—Clopton, Cobb, Curry, Houston, Swyden-
ham Moore, Pnqh—ti.

Mississippi—.Sar'^.vrfaZ«, Reuben Davis, Lamar, Ma-
Rea, Singleton—5.

Louisiana.—Landmm-—1.

Arkaksas.—Hindman—1.

Texas.—Hamilton, Reagan—2.

Missouri.—?%ow a.? i. Anderson, Noell, Woodson-

%

Tennessee.—^rc^'//, Etheridge, Hatton, Ma\narb,
Nhlson, Stokes, WrigJit—7.

Kentucky.—Green, Adams, William C. Anpbk.^mn,

Bhistow, Burnett, Mallory, Peyton, Simms, Steren-

son—S. Total, 65.

All from Slave States except Montgomery,

Dem,, of Pennsylvania.

This bill was sent to the Senate, where it was

referred to the Committee on Public Lands,

and on the I7th of April, Mr. Johnson, of Ten-

nessee, the Chairman of that Committee, re-

ported a substitute for the House bill, granting

Homesteads to actual settlers, at 25 cents per

acre, but not including preeinptors then occu-

pying the Public Lands. Vv'hen this bill came
before the Senate for action, Mr. Wade, of

Ohio, moved to amend, by substituting the

House bill, which was lost, 26 to 81, as follows :

Yeas—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler,

Clark, CoUamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Darkee,
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, King, Rice, Se-

ward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Toombs, Trumbull,
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26.

Nays—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown,
Chesnut, Clay, Chngman, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick,

Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson,

Johnson, of Arkansas, Johnson, of Tennessee, Lane,

Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk» Powell, Pugh, Sauls-

bury, Sebastian, Slidell, Wigfall, and Yulee—31.

Yeas, all Republicans except three, Douglas,

Rice, and Toombs. Nays, all Democrats.

The Senate finally, on the 10th May, passed

Mr. Johnson's bill, 44 to 8, the Nays being

Messrs. Bragg, Clingiuan, Hamlin, Hunter,

Mason, Pearce, Powell and Toomlw. The Hoa-;e

refused to concur ; the Senate refused to recede,

and the result was a protracted conference on

the part of Committees of the two Houses,

which committees finally came to an agreeiaen'.
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on tbo lyth June, by the House accepting the
Irenate bill with slight amendments. On that

day Mr. Schuyler Colfax reported to the House
us follows:

Mr. Colfax.—I rise to a question of privilege. I am in-
structed by the Committee of Conference on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses on the Homestead bill, to
report that, after twelve meetings of tlie three different
Conferences that have been api)ointed, they this morn-
ing finally agreed. I hold in my hand the report of the
Committee, which can be read if any gentleman desires
it. But perhaps it would render the report clearer and
more intelligible if 1 should briefly state its leading fea-
tures. The Senate bill all the members of the House are
familiar with. The Conferees upon the part of the House
finding, after the most earnest ellorts, that it would be
utterly impossible for them to induce the Senate to agree
to the House bill, have been discussing what changes
could be made in the Senate bill, so as to render it accep-
table enough for the House to accept, rather than the
whole should fail. '1 hey have finally agreed upon a report
as follows : In the first place, I will say that the bill, as it

passed the Senate, provided that the preemptors now
upon the public lands might remain there two years be-
fore they should be required to purchase their lands, but
should then pay for them at the rate of Jl 25 per acre,
thus removing them entirely from within the purview of
the benefits which would apply to the settlers hereafter
upon the public lands. This point the House Conferees
refused to accede to, and if persisted in, we should have
again reported a disagreement. Finally, however, a
compromise was arranged on this point, and to protect
the preemptors now on the (government land, which was
to be advertised this fall for sale, we changed the Senate
bill so as to protect them for at least two years from land
sales, and to allow them then to secure their homes at
0716 ha/fthe Government price, namely sixty-two and
a-half cents per acre. 1 need scarcely add, that, if the
Senate could have been induced to give them the benefit
of their twenty-five-cent-per-acre provision, we should
have insisted on it inflexibly ; but what I have stated is

the very lowest point that could be obtained. The second
change we have made in the Senate bill is in relation to
the scope of land coming under the operations of the
law. The House bill embraced all the Grovernment land,
offered or unoffered, except such as was specially re-
served. The Senate bill confined its provisions to land
subject to private entry, exclusively. As I have explam-
ed on a former occasion, the expression " subject to pri-
vate entry" means such as are left after the lands have
been once regularly brought into market, exposed to
public sale, and the speculators have taken such as tiiey
see fit to purchase. The difference between these two
bills seemed so radical as to be incapable of adjustment

;

and the scope of farming land covered by the Senate bill

was so limited, there being but little, if any, in Minnesota,
Kansas, Nebraska, California, Oregon, and Washington,
that the House conferees declined to accept it. Uut on
tins, too, we finally effected u compromise, liy our re-
port, all the land subject to private entry is included,
and, i7(. addition, all the odd-numbered sections of the
surveyed public lands, which have not been opened to
public sale—a most material and beneficent enlargement
of the Senate bill. We were offered, after this agreement,
wliichever halfof fee unoffered lands we chose, and we
took the odd-numbered sections. The reason for this
was, that tlie 16th section of a township, being reserved
for school purposes by our land laws, the four adjoining
sections to it, on the north, wesi, east, and south, are sec-
tions 9, 15, 17, and 21, all odd-numbered sections, which'
are thus saved for homestead settlers, who have reserved
for them 18 out of the 35 disposable sections in each town-
ship of six miles square.
On all these lauds, actual settlers, who are heads of

families, are allowed, after having occupied the land for
five years, to purchase at 25 cents per acre, which is

about the average cost price of the pubhc lauds to the
Government. We struggled, of course, to include all
young men over 21 who are not heads of families, and to
adopt the Free Homestead principle of the House bill

;

but on these points the Senate was inflexible, and we
took what we did because it was tlie very best we could
get. The Senate bill originally provided that the Home-
stead settler miglit acquire title to his land at any time
by paying full Government prices ; but desiring to pro-
mote actual settlement, we now provide that he cannot
do this till after he has been on the land six mouths.
When he stays, or his family if he deceases, the full five
years he obtains it at 25 cents per acre. The Senate
have also agreed to strike out the eighth section of their
Vill, wWch made it imperative upon the FJ esident to ex-

pose all public lands to sale within two years after they
shall have been surveyed, which we held would be
peculiarly oppressive upon the pioneers who had gono
to the frontier to settle upon the public lands, and to

which we could never have consen ed. Kow, Mr.
Speaker, I desire to state, in conclusion, that the com-

I

promise we have made upon the subject is not in aecord-

I

ance with what 1 should desire to have passed, if I had

I

the power to frame the bill myself ; but it is the very ut-

most we could obtain from the Senate, as now consti-

!
tuted. The Senators who served with us on the Confe-
rence have been notified by me, and also by my colleague
(ill: Windom, of Minnesota.) that we regard this as but
a single step in advance toward a law which we shall de-
maud from the American Congress, enacting a compre-
hensive and liberal Homestead policy. This we have
agreed to as merely an uvani courrier. We shall de-
mand it at the next session of Congi-ess, and until it is

granted ; until all the public lands shall be open to all

the people of the United States ; and 1 state this publicly,
that no one shall regard us as estopped hereafter, be-
cause we accepted this half-way measure ratlier than to
allow the whole to fail. I should have added that all

persons, whether citizens or those who have only declared
their intentions, are allowed to go on the lands under
this bill ; but are required to perfect their naturalization
before the five years expire, and the patent issues. I now
demand the previous question on concurring on the re-
port of the Committee, and passing the bill as thus
amended.
Mr. Farnsworth.—I desire to ask the gentleman from

Indiana whether this bill confines its benefits to those
who are heads of famiUes.
Mr. Colfax.—It does, because we failed, despite our

utmost efforts, in procuring its extension to all ; but we
shall appeal to the young men to demand of those who
make and who execute the laws, that the system in-

augurated by this bill, shall be widened so as to admit
them to its benefits, and I will join them in this demand.

Mr. Grow.— 1 just desire to say that we have taken this

bill, not because it is what we want, but on the principle
that " half a loaf is better than no bread."

The House agreed to the Report of the Com-
mittee, 116 to 51, as follows:

Yeas.—Messrs. C. F. Adams, Allen, Alley, Aldrich, Ash-
ley, Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Francis P. Blair,

Samuel S. Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch,
Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Car-

ter, Case, H. F. Clark, Cobb, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cox,
Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Kdger-
ton, Edwards, Elliot, Ely, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank,
French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Has-
kin, Hc'lmick, Hoaril, Wm. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins,

Junkin, F. W. Kellogg, Wm. Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger,

De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Longneclcer, Loomis, Maclay,
Marston, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward,

Moorhead, Jlorrill, E. Joy Morris, I. N. Morris, Morse,
Niblack, Nixon, Clin, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit,

Phelps, Porter, Potter, Rice, Kiggs, Christopher Robinson,

Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner,

Stanton, William Stewart, Stout, Tappan, Taylor, Thayer,
Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck,
Verree, Wade, Walton, C. C. Washburn, E. B. Washburne,
Israel Washburn, Wells, Windom, and Woodruff—116.

Nats—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson,
Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bohham, Boyce,
Brabson, Branch, Burnett, Clopton, Burton Craige, Craw-
ford, Curry, De Jarnette, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morri-
son Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Houston, Jenkins,
Jones, Keitt, Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, Love,
Mallory, Maynard, McQueen, Miles, MiUson, Sydenham
Moore, Nelson, Peyton, Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, Wil-
liam Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes,

Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Webster, Winslow, Wood-
son, and Wright,—51.

The nays are all from the Slave States.

The Senate agreed to the report of the Con-
ference Committee, 36 to 2—Messrs. Bragg and
Pearce.

The following is the bill as it was finally

reported by the Conference Committee and

passed both Houses

:

ANACT to sacxire Homesteads to actual settlers on
the Public Domain, andfur other pw-jioses.

Me it enacted hy the Senate a7id Jloase of liepresen-
iives of the United States of America in Oougrest
assembled. That any person who is the bead of a family,



THE HOMESTEAD BILL—THE VETO. 191

and a citisen of the United States, shall, from and after

the passage of this act, be entitled to enter one quarter-

iectiou of vacant and unappropriated public lands, or

any less quantity, to be located in a body, in conformity

with the legal subdivisions of the public lands, after the

same shall have been surveyed, upon the following con-

ditions : that the person applying for the benefit of this

act shall, upon application to the register of the land-ofEce

In wliich he or she is about to make such entry, make
affidavit before the said register or receiver of said land-

office that he or she is the head of a family, and is actually

settled on the quarter-section, or other subdivision not

axceeding a quarter-section, proposed to be entered, and
that such application is made for his or her use and
benefit, or for the use and benefit of those specially

mentioned in this section, and not either directly or

indirectly for the use or beneft,; of any other person or

persons whomsoever, and that he or she has never at any
previous time, had the benefit of this act ; and upon
making the affidavit as above required, and filing the

same with the register, he or she shall thereupon be per-

mitted to enter the quantity of land already specified :

Provided, Jiowever, That no finiil certificate shall be

given, or patent issued therefor, until the expiration of

five years from the date of such entry ; and if, at the ex-

piration of such time, the person making such entry, or,

if he be dead, his widow, or, in case of her death, his

child or children, or in case of a widow making such

entry, her child or children, in case of her death, shall

prove, by two credible witnesses, that he, she, or they

—

that is to say, some member or members of the same
family—has or have erected a dwelling-house upon said

laud, and continued to reside upon and cultivate the

same for the term of five years, and still reside upon the

same (and that neither the said land or any part thereof

has been alienated) ; then, in such case, he, she, or they,

upon the payment of 25 cents per acre for the quantity

entered, shall be entitled to a patent, as in otlier cases

provided by law: A7id providedfurth&r. In case of the

death of both father and mother, leaving a minor child or

children, the right and the fee shall inure to the benefit

of said minor child or children, and the guardian shall be

authorized to perfect the entry for the beneficiaries, as if

there had been a continued residence of the settler for

five years. Provided, That nothing in this section shall

be so construed as to embrace or in any way include any
quarter-section or fractional quarter-section of land upon
wliich any preemption riglit has been acquired prior to tlie

passage of this act. And providedfarther, Tliat all en-

tries made under the provisions of this section, upon lands
lohichhave not been, offeredfor public sale, shall be con-

fined to and upon sections designated by odd numbers.

§ 2. And be it further enacted. That the register of the

Land Office shall note all such applications on the tract

books and plats of his office, and keep a register of all

such entries, and make return thereof to the General

Land Office, together with the proof upon which they

have been founded.

§ 3. And be itfurther enacted. That no land acquired

under the provisions of this act shall in any event, be-

come liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts until

after the issuing of the j)ateut therefoi'.

§ 4. And be itfurther enacted, That if, at any time

after filing the affidavit, as required in the first section

of this act, and before the expiration of the five years

afovesaid, it shall be proved, after due notice to the set-

tler, to the satisfaction of the register of the Land Office,

that the person having filed such affidavit shall have
sworn falsely in any particular, or shall have voluntarily

abandoned the possession and cultivation of the said

land for more than six months at any time, or sold his

right under the entry, then, and in either of those

events, the register shall cancel the entry, and the land so

entered shall revert to the Government, and be disposed

of as other public lands are now by law, subject to an
appeal to the Secretary of the Interior. And in no case

shall any land, the entxy whereof shall have been can-

celled, again be subject to occupation, or entry, or pur-

chase, until the same shall have been reported to the

General Land Office, and, by the direction of the Presi-

dent of the United States, again advertised and offered

at public sale.

§ 5. And be itfurther enacted. That if any person,

now or hereafter, a resident of any one of the States or

Territories, and not a citizen of the United States, but

who at the time of making such application for the bene-

fit of this act, shall havefiled a declaration of inten-

tion, as required by the naturalization laws of the

United States, and shall have become a citizen of the

same before the issuing of the patent as provided f_»r in

this act, such person shall be entitled to all the rights

conferred by this act.

§6. And be it further enacted, That no ' -.diTidual

shall be permitted to enter moi e than one quarter-sec-
tion or fractional quarter-section, and that in a compact
body

; but entries may be made at different times, under
the provisions of this act ; and that the Secretary of the
Interior is hereby required to jirepare and issue, from
time to time, such rules and regulations, consistent with
this act, as shall be necessary and proper to carry its

provisions into effect ; and that the registers and re-

ceivers of the several land offices shall be entitled to

receive, upon the filing of the first afiidavit, the sum of
50 cents each and a like sum upon the issuing of the
final certificate, liut this shall not be construed to en-
large the ma.xitr.um of compensation now jirescribed by
law for any register or receiver ; J'rovidecl. That no-
thing in this act shall be so construed as to impair the
existing preemption, donation, or graduation laws, or to

embrace lands which have been reserved to be sold or

entered at the price of $2 50 per acre ; but no entry,
under said graduation act, shall be allowed until
after proof of actual settlement and cultivation or oc-

cupancy for at least three months, as provided for in

Sec. 3 of the said act.

§ 7. And be it furtlier enacted. That each actual set-

tler upon lands of the United States, which have not been
ofl'ered at public sale, upon filing his declaration or claim,

as now required by law, shall be entitled to two years
from the commencement of his occupation or settlement

;

or, if the lands have not been surveyed, two years from
the receipt of the approved plat of such lands at the Dis-

trict Land Office, witliin which to complete the proofs of

his said claim, and to enter and pay for the land so

claimed, at minimum price of snch lands ; and where such

settlements have already been made in good faith, the

claimant shall be entitled to tlie said period of two years

from and after the date of this act; Provided, That no
claim of preemption shall be allowed for more than 100

acres, or one-quarter section of land, nor shall any such

claim be admitted under the provisions of this act, unless

there shall have been at least three months of actual and
continuous residence upon and cultivation of the land so

claimed from the date of settlement, and proof thereof

made according to law; Provided further. That any
claimant under the pretimption laws may take less than

160 acres by legal subdivisions ; Provided further. That
all persons who are preemptoi'%, on the date of this act,

shall, -ti/)o?i the payment to the proper authority o/6il
cents per ac-e, ifpaid ttiithin two yearsfrom the pas-
sage of this act, be entitled to a patent from the Govern-
ment, as now provided by the existing preemption laws.

§ 8. And be it further enacted. That the 5th section

of the act entitled " An act in addition to an act more
effectually to provide for the punishment of certain crimes

against the United States, and for other purposes," ap-

proved the 3d of March, in the year 1S5T, shall extend to

all oaths, affirmations, and affidavits required or author-

ized by this act.

§ 9. And be it further enacted. That nothing in this

act shall be so construed as to prevent any person who
has availed him or herself of the benefit of the first section

of this act from paying the minimum price, or the price

to which the same may have graduated, for the quantity

of land so entered at any time after an actual settlement

of six months, and before the expu'ation of the five years,

and obtaining a patent therefor from the Government, as

in other cases provided by law.

§ 10. And be it further enacted. That all lands lying

within the limits of a State which have been subject to

sale at private entry, and which remain unsold after the

lapse of tliirty years, shall be, and the same are hereby,

ceded to the State in which the same may be situated

;

Provided, These cessions shall in no way invalidate any
inceptive preemption right or location, or any entry under

this act, nor any sale or sales which may be made by the

United States before the lands hereby ceded shall be cer-

tified to the State, as tliey are hereby required to be, under

such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary

of the Interior. And providedfurther. That no cessions

shaU take iffect until after the States, by legislative act,

shall have assented to the same. ;

On the 23ci, the President returned the bill to

the Senate with his veto, as follows

:

THE HOMESTEAD BILL.

OF THE PRESIDENT.VETO MESSAG'

TotheSenateof the United States.

I return, with my objections, to the Senate, in wnich

it originated, the b:il entitled ' Aix act to secure Home-
steads to actual settlers on the public domain and fot

other purposes," presented to me on t!*"* ^Oth instant.
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This bill gives to every citizen of the United States,

"who is the head of a family," and to every person of
foreign birth residing in the country, who has declared
his intention to become a citizen, though he may not be
the head of a family, the privilege of appropriating to
himself one hundred and sixty acres of Government
land, of settling and residing upon it for five years ; and
j-hould his residence continue until the end of this period,
he shall then receive a patent on the payment of twenty-
five cents per acre, or one-fifth of the present Govern-
ment price. During this period, the land is protected
fiora all the debts of the settler.

This bill also contains a cession to the States of all the
public lands within their respective limits " which have
been subject to sale at private entry, and which remain
unsold after the lapse of thirty years." This provision
embraces a present donation to the StateB of twelve mil-
lions two hundred and twenty-nine thousand seven hun-
dred and thirtj'-one acres, and will, from time to time,
transfer to them large bodies of such lands which, from
peculiar circumstances, may not be absorbed by private
purchase and settlement.
To the actual settler, this bill does not make an abso-

lute donation ; but tlie price is so small that it can
scarcely be called a sale. It is nominally twenty-five
cents per acre; but considering this is not to be paid un-
til the end of five years, it is, in fact, reduced to about
eighteen cents per acre, or one-seventh of the present
minimum price of the public lands. In regard to the
States, it is an absolute and unqualified gift.

I. This state of the facts raises the question whether
Congress, under the Constitution, has the power to give
away the public lands, either to States or individuals.

On this question, I expressed a decided opinion in my
message to the House of Representatives, of the 24th
February, 1S59, returning the agricultural college bill.

This opinion remains unchanged. The argument then
used applies, as a constitutional objection, with the
greater force to the present bill. There it had the plea
of consideration, growing out of a specific beneficial pur-
pose ; here, it is an absolute gratuity to the State without
the pretext of consideration. I am compelled, for want
of time, in these last hours of the session, to quote
largely from this message
Ip.esume the general proposition will be admitted,

that Congress does not possess the power to make do-
nations of money, already iu the Treasury, raised by
taxes on the people, either to States or individuals.
But it is contended that the public lands are placed

upon a difi'ereiit footing from money raised by taxation,
and that the proceeds arising from their s.ile are not
subject to the Imitations of the Constitution, but may
be appropriated or given awa.y b,v Congress, at its own
discretion, to States, corporations, or individuals, for
any purpose they may deem expedient.
The advocates of this bill attempt to sustain their po-

sition upon the language of the second clause of the
third section of the fourth article of the Constitution,
which declares that " the Congress shall have power to
dispose of, and make all needful rules and regulations
.-especting the territory or other property belonging to

the United States." They contend that, by a fair inter-
pretation of the words "dispose of" in this clause.
Congress possesses the power to make this g:ft of pub-
lic lands to the States for purposes of education.

It would require clear and strong eviilence to induce
the belief that the framers of the Constitution, after
having limited the powers of Congress to certain, pre-
cise, and specific objects, intended, by employing the
words " dispose of," to give that body unlimited power
over the vast public domain. It would be a strange
anomaly indeed, to have created two funds, the one by
taxation, confined to the execution of the enumerated
powers delegated to Congress, and the other from
the public lands, applicable to all subjects, foreign and
domestic, which Congress might designate. That this
fund siiould be "disposed of," not to pay the debts of
the United States, nor " to raise and support armies,"
nor " to provide and maintain a navy," nor to accom-
plisli any one of the other great objects enumerated in
the Constitution, but be diverted from them to pay the
debts of the States, to educate their people, and to
carry into effect any other measure of their domestic
polic.v—this would be to confer upon Congress a vast
and irresponsihle authority, utterly at war with the
well-known jealousy of the Federal power which pre-
vailed at the formation of the Constitution. The na-
tural intendment would be that, as the Constitution
confined Congress to well-defined specific poweis, the
funds placed at their command, whether in land or
money, should be appropriated to the performance of
the duties corresponding with these powers. If not, a
Crovernmeut hat been created, with all its othei powe s

j
carefully limited, but without any limitation in re^ttid

i
lO the public lands.
But 1 cannot so read the words " disposed of" as to

make them embrace the idea of "givuig away ' The
true meaning of words is always to be ascertained b,v tli«

subject to which they are apjilied, and the known general
intent of tlie lawgiver. Congress is trustee under the
Constitution for the people of the United States to "dis-
pose of" their public lands, and I think I may venture fo

assert with confidence that no case can be found in which
a trustee in the position of Congress has been authorized
to " dispone of'' property by its owner, where it has ever
been held that these words authorized such trustee to give
away the fund intrusted to his care. No trustee, when
called upon to account for the disposition of the property
placed under his management before any judicial tribu-

nal, would venture to present such a plea in his defense.
The true meaning of these words is clearl.v stated by
Chief Justice Taney in delivering the opinion of the Court
(19 Howard, p. 436). He says, in reference to this clause
of the Constitution, "It begins its enumeration of powers
by that of disposing; in other words, making sale of the
lands, or raising money from them, which, as we have al-

ready said, was the main object of the cession (from the
States), and which is the first thing provided for in the
article." It is unnecessary to refer to the history of the
times to establish the known fact that this statement of
the Chief Justice is perfectly well founded. That It never
was intended by the framers of the Constitution that these
lands should be given away by Congress is manifest from
the concluding portion of the same clause. By it, Con-
gress has power not only "to dispose of" the terrifor.v,

but of the " other property of the United States." In the
language of the Chief Justice (p. 487), "And the same
power of making needful rules respecting the territory is

in precisely the same language applied to tlie other pro-
perty of the United States, associating the power over the
territor.v, iu this respect, with the power over movable or
personal property—that is, the ships, arms, or munitions
of war, wtiich then belonged ia common to the State sove-
reignties."

The question is still clearer in regard to the public lands
in the States and Territories within the Louisiana and
Florida purchases. These lands were paid for out of th«
public Treasury from money raised h.v taxation. Now, if

Congress had no power to appropriate the money with
which these lands were purchased, is it not clear that the
power over the lands is equally lunited ? The mere con-
version of tills moiie.v into land could not confer upon
Cnngrcss new power over the disposition of land which
the.v had not possessed over money. If it could, then a
trustee, by changing the character of the fund intrusted
to his care for special olijects from mone.v into land, might
give the land away, or devote it to any purpose he thought
proper, however foreign from the trust. The inference is

irresistible that this land partakes of the very same cha-
racter with the money paid for it, and can be devoted to

no objects diOerent from those to wliich the money could
have been devoted. If this were not the case, then, by
the purchase of a new Territory from a foreign govern-
ment out of the public Treasury, Congress could enlarge
their own powers, and appropriate the proceeds of the
sales of the land thus purchased, at their own discretion,

to other and far ditferent objects from what they could
have applied the purchase money which had been raised

by taxation,
II. It will prove unequal and unjust in its operation

among the actual settlers themselves.
The first settlers of a new country are a most merito

rinus class. They brave the dangers of savage warfare,
suCf'.-r the privations of a frontier life, and, with the hand
of toil, bring the wilderness into cultivation. The " old

settlers," as they are everywhere called, are public bene-
factors. This class have all paid for their lands, the
government price, or $1 25 per acre. They have con-
.siructed roads, established schools, and laid the founda-
tion of prosperous Commonwealths. Is it just, is it

equal, that, after they have accomplished all this by their

labor, new settlers should come in 'among them and re-

ceive their farms at the price of twenty-five or eighteen

cents per acre ? Surely the old settlers, as a class, are

entitled to at least equal benefits with the new. If you
give the new settlers their lands for a comparatively
nominal price, upon every principle of equality and
justice, you will be obliged to refund out of the common
Treasury the difference which the old have paid above
the new settlers for their land.

III. This bill will do great injustice to the old soldiers

who have received land warrants for their services in

fighting the battles of their country. It will greatly

reduce the market value of these warrants. Already

their value has sunk, lor one hundred and sixty acre

warrants, to sixty-seven cents per acre, under an appre-
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hension that such a measure as this might become a law.

Wliat price wouid tliey couiuiami, when any head of a

family may take possession of a quarter section of land,

and not pay for it until tlie end of five years, and then

at the rate of only iwenty-five cenis per acre? Tlie

magnitude of the interest to be affected will appear in the

fact tliatUiere are oul^landing unsatisfied land warrants
reaching back lo the last war with great Britain, and
even Kevolutionary limes, amounting in round numbers,

to seven and a half n\illions acres.

IV. This bill will prove unequal and unjust in its opera-

tion, because, from its nature, it is confined to one class

of our people. It is a boon expressly conferred upon the

cuUlvaiors of the soil. AVhile it is cheerfully admitted

th;it these are the most numerous and ustful class of our

fellow- citizens, and eminent'y deserve all the advantages
which our laws have already extended to them, yet tliere

should be no new legislation which would operate to the

injury or eml.iarraSMiient of the large body of respectable

artisans and laborers. The mechanic who emigrates to

the West, and pursues liis calling, must labor long before

he can purchase a quarter-section of land ; while the

tiller of the soil who accompanies him obtains a farm at

once by the bounty of the Government. The numerous
body of mechanics in our large cities cannot, even by
emigrating to the West, take advantage of the provisions

of this bill without entering upon a new occupation, lor

which their habits of life have rendered them unfit.

V. This bill is unjust to the old States of the Union in

many respects ; and among these States, so far as the

public lauds are concerned, we may enumerate every
State east of the Mississippi, with the exception of Wis-
consin and a portion of Minnesota.

It is a common belief, within their limits, tliat the older

States of the Confederacy do not derive their propor-
tionate benefit from the public lands. This is not a just

opinion. It is doubtful whether they could be rendered
more beneficial to these States under any other system
than that which at present exists. Their proceeds go into

the common Treasury to accomplish the objects of the

Government, and in this manner all the States are bene-
fited in just proportion. But to give this common inherit-

ance away would deprive the old States of their just

proportion of this revenue, without holding out any, the

least, corresponding advantage. While it i3 our common
glory that the new States have become so prosperous and
populous, there is no good reason why the old States

should otl'er premiums to their own citizens to emigrate
from them to the "West. That land of promise presents in

itself sufficient allurementB to our young and enterprising

citizens, without any adventitious aid. The offer of free

farms would probably have a powerful effect in encourag-
ing emigration, especially from States like Illinois, Ten-
nessee, and Kentucky, to the west of the Mississippi, and
could not fail to reduce the price of property within their

limits. An individual in States thus situated would not
pay its fair value for land when, by crossing the Mississip-

pi, he could go upon the public lands, and obtain a farm
almost without money and without price.

VI. This bill will open one vast field for speculation.

Men will not pay $1 25 for lands, when they can pur-
chase them for one-fifth of that price. Large numbers of

actual settlers will be carried out by capitalists upon
agreements to give them half of the land for the improve-
ment of the other half. This cannot be avoided. Secret
agreements of tliis kind will be numerous. In the entry
of graduated lands, the experience of the Land Office

justifies this objection.

VII. We ought ever to maintain the most perfect
eq.uaUty between native and naturalized citizens. They
are equal, and ought always to remain equal, before the
laws. Our laws welcome foreigners to our shores, and
their rights will ever be respected. While these are the
sentiments on which I have acted through life, it is not,

in my opinion, expedient to proclaim to all the nations of

the earth that whoever shall arrive, in this country from
a foreign shore, and declare his intention to become a
citizen, shall receive a farm of 160 acres, at a cost of 25
or 20 cents per acre, if he will only reside on it and culti-

vate it. The invitation extends to all ; and if this bill

becomes a law, we may have numerous actual settlers

from China, and other Eastern nations, enjoying its bene-
fits on the great Pacific slope. The bill makes a distinc-

tion in favor of such persons over native and naturalized
citizens. When applied to such citizens, it is confined to

such as are the heads of families ; but when applicable to
persons of foreign birth recently arrived ou our shores,
there is no such restriction. Such persons need not be
the heads of families, pi-ovided they have filed a declara-
tion of intention to become citizens. Perhaps this dis-

tinction was an inadvertence
; but, it is, nevertheleM, a

part of the bill.

VIII. The bill creates an unjust distinction between
persona claiming ihe benefit of the pre'inptiou laws.
While it reduces the price of the land to existing iire(-nj(>-

tors to C2i cents per acie, and gives them a credit on thi»
sura for two years from the pre.-ent date, no matter how
long they may have hitherto enjoyed the land, fulu e
precmptors will be compelled to pay double this price
per acre. There is no reason or justice in this dbcrimi-
nation.
IX. The effect of this bill on the public revenue must

be apparent to all. .-hould it become a law, the reduc-
tion of the price of lands to actual settlers to 2.5 cents
per acre with a credit of five years, and the reduction of
its price to existing preiimptors to 62, ceiitd per acre,
with a credit of two years will so diminish the sale of
other public lands as to render the expectation of futui e
revenue from that source beyond the expenses of survey
and management illusory. The Secretary of the Interior
estimated the revenue from the public lands for the next
fiscal year at $4,000,000 on the presumption that the
present land system would remain unchanged. Should
this bill become a law, he does not believe that |1,000,' 06
will be derived from this source.

This bill lays the ax at the root of our present admirable
land system. The public land is an inheritance of vast
value to us and to our descendants. It is a resource to
which we can resort in the hour of difficulty and danger.
It has been managed heretofore with the greatest wisdom,
under existing laws. In this management, the rights of
actual settlers have been conciliated with the interests
of the Goverirmeut. The price to all has been reduced
from .$2 per acre to $1 25 for fresh lands, and the claims
of actual settlers have been secured by our preemption
laws. Any man can now acquire a title in fee-simple to
a homestead of SO acres, at the minimum price of $1 25
per acre for $100. Should the present system remain,
we shall derive a revenue from the public lands of

$10,000,000 per annum, when the bounty land warrants
are satisfied, without oppression te any human being.
In the time of war, wheu all other sources of revenue are
seriously impaired, this will remain intact. It may be-
come the best security for public loans hereafter, in

times of difficulty and danger, as it has been heretofore.
Why should we impair or destroy this system at the pre-
sent moment? AVhat necessity exists for it?
The people of the United States have advanced with

steady but rapid strides to their present condition ot
power and prosperity. They have been guided in their
progress by the fixed principle of protecting the equal
rights of all, whether they be rich or poor. No agrarian
sentiment has ever prevailed among them. The honest
poor man, by frugality and industry can, in any part of
our country, acquire a competence for himself and his

family, and in doing this he feels that he eats the bread
of independence. He desires' no charity, either from the
government orfromhis neighbors. This bill,which proposes
to give him land at an almost nominal price, out of the
property of the government, will go far to demoraUze
the people, and repress this noble spirit of independence.
It may introduce among us those pernicious social
theories which have proved so disastrous in other coun-
tries. James Buchanan.
Washington, Ju7i6 22, 1860.

In the Senate the question. Shall this bill

pass notwithstanding the objections of the Pre-
sident '? was put and lost, as follows :

YKAS^Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Cliandler, Clark,
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Gwiii,
Uale, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Lane, Latham, NichoUcyn^
Polk, Pugh, Pice, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum-
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson.

Republicans in Roman, 19; Democrats in

Italics, 9. Total, 28.

Navs—Messrs. Bragg, Chesnut, Crittenden, Davia,
Fitzpatrick, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson
(Tenn.), Johnson (Ark.), Mallory, Mason, Pearce, PoweU,
Sebastian, Wigfall, Yulee—lb.

All from the South, and all Democrats, ex-

cept Mr. Crittenden (Am.), of Kentucky.
Several Senators were paired, which accounta

for the light vote. So the bill failed, not hav-

ing received the requisite two-thirds vote neces«

a Tj to pass it over the Executive Veto.
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DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM,

ADOPTED BY THE UNITED STATES SENATE.

On the first of March, 1860, Mr. Davis, of

Mississippi, submitted to the Senate the follow-

ing Resolutions

:

1. HesoPved, that in the adoption of the Federal Con-

ititution, the States adopting the same acted severally

as free and independent sovereignties, delegating a por-

tion of their powers to be exercised by the Federal Gov-
ernment for the increased security of each against

dangers, fZome.s^zc as well as foreign; and that any in-

termeddling by any one or more States, or by a combi-

nation of their citizens, with the domestic institutions of

the others, on any pretext whatever, political, moral,

or religious, with a view to their disturbance or subver-

sion, is in violation of the Constitution, insulting to the

States so interfered with, endangers their domestic peace

and tranquillity—objects for which the Constitution was
formed—and by necessary consequence, tends to weaken
and destroy the Union itself.

2. Besvh-ed, That negi-o Slavery, as it exists in fifteen

States of this Union, composes an important portion of

their domestic institutions, inherited from their ances-

tors, and existing at the adoption of the Constitution, by
which it is recognized as constituting an important ele-

ment in the apportionment of powers among the States
;

and that no change of opinion or feeling on the part of

the non-s-laveholding States of the Union, in relation to

this institution, can justify them, or their citizens, in

open or covert attacks thereon,with a view to its over-

throw ; and that all such attacks are in manifest viola-

tion of the mutual and solemn pledge to protect and de-

fend each other, given by the States respectively on en-

tering into the constitutional compact which formed the

Union, and are a manifest breach of faith, and a viola-

tion of the most solemn obligations.

8. Hesolced, That the Union of these States rests on
the equality of rights and privileges among its mem-
bers ; and tliat it is especially the duty of the Senate,

which represents the States in their sovereign capacity,

to resist all attempts to discriminate either in relation

to persons or property in the Territories, which are the

common possessions of the United States, so as to give

advantages to the citizens of one State which are not

equally assured to those of every other State.

4. Besolved, That neither Congress nor a Territorial

Legislature, whether by direct legislation or legislation

of an indirect and unfriendly character, possess power
to annul or impair the constitutional right of any citizen

Df the United States to take his slave property into the

common Territories, and there hold and enjoy the same
while the Territorial condition remains.

5. Retiolved, That if experience should at any time

prove that the judicial and executive authority do not

possess means to insure adequate protection to consti-

tutional rights in a Territory, and if the Territorial Gov-
ernment sliould fail or refuse to provide the necessary
remedies for that purpose, it will be the duty of Congress

to supply such deficiency.

6. iiesolved, That the inhabitants of a Territory of

the United States, when they rightfully form a con-

stitution to be admitted as a State into the Union, may
then, for the first time, like the people of a State when
forming a new Constituiion, decide for themselves
whether Slavery, as a domestic institution, shall be
maintained or prohibited within their jurisdiction ; and
" they shall be received into the Union with or without

Slavery, as their Constitution may prescribe at the time
of their admission."

7. Hesolvedy That the provision of the Constitu-

tion for the rendition of fugitives from service or labor,

without the adoption of which the Union could not have
been formed, and that the laws of 1793 and 1850, which
were enacted to secure its execution, and the main fea-

tures of which, being similar, bear the impress of nearly

seventy years of sanction by the highest judicial author-

ity, should be honestly and faithfully observed and
maintained by all who enjoy the benefits of our com-
pact of Union; and that all acts of individuals or of

State Legislatures to defeat the purpose or nullify the

requirementfl of that provision, and the laws made in

pursuance of it, are hostile in character, subversive of

the Constitution, and revolutionary in their effect.

On the 8th May following, Mr. Clingman, of

North Carolina, addressed the Senate at length

on these resolutions, maintaining the position

that the Constitution does guarantee the right

of holding slaves in the Territories of the Uni-

ted States, but that the enforcing of that right,

by Congressional action, was inexpedient, and
would be of no practical value to the Slave

States ; also, that the South waived that right

in agreeing to the Compromises of 1850 and the

Kansas-Nebraska Act (repeal of the Missouri

Compromise) of 1854. Mr. C. also reviewed

the proceedings of the National Convention at

Charleston, and concluded as follows :

Entertaining these views, I have been disposed to ab-
stain as much as possible from the discussion of these

questions, and I really hope that we shall not press them.
I think no advantage can grow out of it. I greatly fear

that I have occupied more of the valuable time of the

Senate than I intended. I felt, however, that from me, in

my position, some explanation was necessary. I think
that the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber have
given us a platform already. We shall have to fight

them ; we had better make up our minds to go into the

contest, and meet them on the rveat issue they tender us.

In ten days, we shall probably have their declaration c'

war from Chicago, and the clash of arms wiU c omicence
very soon. It is time for us to close our ranks. I am
ready to fight under any flag and any standard-bearer
that may be given us. I can adopt any of those platforms

that were presented at Charleston. I leave all that to

our political friends assembled in convention. I know
that they will present a platform, and present a man less

objectionable to me than the candidate on the other side.

I regard them as the deadly political enemies of my sec-

tion; as the enemies of the Constitution of the United
States. I want to embark in the contest and fight them
with closed and serried ranks on our side. I have spoken
only in behalf of the Democratic party, of the Constitu-

tion, and the country.

MR. BENJAMIN ON POPULAR SOTEREIGNTY.

Senator Benjamin, of Louisiana, followed

:

Mr. Benjamin.—Mr. President, I had no intention of

joining in this debate, or of uttering one word on the re-

solutions now before the Senate ; but, sir, I have listened

with intense surprise to what has fallen from the Senator

from North Carolina this morning, and I cannot remain
quiescent and by silence appear to give consent to what
he has said in relation to the action of certain Southern
delegates in the recent Convention at Charleston.

The Senator from North Carolina thinks that political

races can best be run without the load of principles. The
Senator from North Carolina thinks that the best way to

get success in a political contest is not to bother yourself

with the baggage of principle, but let your candidate run
with nothing on his back, anu probably in that way he
may run the faster and reach the goal the sooner. And
again, the honorable Senator thinks that, because the

Cincinnati platform was acceptable to the whole Demo-
cracy in 1S56, there is and can be no reason why De-
mocrats who stood on that platform at that time should

be dissatisfied with it now.
Mr. President, let us look a little back, behind 1S66, in

relation to that platform, and to the living issue on which

we are separated as regards that plaiforiu. We all re-

member, sir—no man can forget— that, in the exciting

contest which took place on the Kansas-Nebraska bill,

those who were the firmest supporters of the bill liifi'ered

in principle on that one point which now threatens to di-

vide the Democratic parly: They differed openly ; they

avowed their differences ; they provided lor the final

settlement of those differences. Sir, when, we met in
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eai^us, under the lead of the honor(Me Senator from
lllvM>m., who introduced, the Kansas-Nebraska hill, it

waafownd that the Democratsfrom the North and the

Democrats from the /South could not agree in princi-
ple. The Democrats from Ihe South then took (.he posi-

\wn Miai the Coustilulion of the United Slate-* was plain

and clear. Tlie rights of the people of the South were
I)lact-'i upon that instrument. I agree with the Senator
from Mississippi (Mr. Uavis) that we have nothing to do
in this controversy with natural rights or natural princi-

ples. Those rights and those principles, which lie at the

foundation of social organization and civil government,
were proper subjects of examination and consideration

with the fathers. They did take them into consideration.

They decided them. They have given us a chart by
which now we are bound all to direct our course; and that

cliart is the Constitution of our country. Resting the

rights of the South upon that Constitution, when the dis-

cussions :irose upon the Kansas-Nebraska bill, the Sena-
tors froiu the South who met in caucus, or in convention,

or in primary meeting, if youclioose so to say, all agreed,

without a dissenting voice, that, by the true construction

of the Constitution of the United States, the Territories

belonging to the United States were the common pro-

perty uf all ; that each State had equal rights in those
Territories ; that amongst those rights was the right of
the citizens of the dilTerent States to emigrate to those

Ter.ritiories with their property of every nature and kind
;

and, when there, we contended that there was no power
under heaven that could drive us out of those Territories,

or deprive us therein of the protection of the Constitution

and the laws, until tlie people of the Territory should
make a constitution and form a State.

The Senator from Illinois did not agree with us in

that. He has been consistent. The Senator from Illi-

nois held that there was a power in the people of a
Territory ; he believed in Popular Sovereignty ; he be-

lieved in some inherent right in the people when assem-
bled, even in the original inchoate shape in which they
come as emigrants to the Territories, to pass laws to

govern themselves ; to mold their own Institutions, as he
phrased it, and included in that power the right to act

against Slavery. We could not agree. Morning after

morning we met for the purpose of coming to some
understanding upon that very point ; and it was finally

understood by all, agreed to by all, made the basis of a
compromise by ail tlie supporters of that bill, that the

Territories should be organized with a delegation by Con-
gress of all the power of Congress in the Territories, and
tnat the extent of the power of Congress should be deter-

mined by the courts. Firm in our belief of our rights,

conscious that in the Constitution we had guaranty
enough; knowing that it was impossible for a judicial tri-

bunal to make other than one decision, we said that we
would stand by that decision when made ; and if it

should be determined by the Supreme Court of the

United States that there was a power in this Government
to deprive the people of the South of their fair share of

the common Territories of the Union, if that power in tliis

Government existed in Congress, and if Congress dele-

gated ail its power to the Territories, we would stand by
the decision and agree that we asserted a riglu that found
no warrant in the Constitntion ; and, on the other hand,
our brother Democrats of the North, and the Senator
from Illinois ^t their head, agreed that if the Supreme
C'jurt of the United States should determine that the Con-
gress of the Uniteil States had no power to interfere

with Souihern rights in the Territories, if, consequently,

we had had not the power that we could delegate at all,

then the Democrats of the North wouldjoinus in showing
respect and obedience to that decision, and stand with

us on the principle that we advocated as the true one.

None of us supposed at the time that the decision would
come so quick. None of us knew of the existence of a

controversy then pending in the federal courts that

would lead almost immediately to the decision of tiiat

question. We provided in the Kansas act itself ; we in-

troduced an express clause having for its avowed object

to bring that question before ihe courts for decision,

\Vell, sir, the question did come before the courts, and
the Supreme Court of the United States, in the decision in

the Dred Scott case, has determined—gentlemen say it is

no decision—as doctrine, or as opinion, or in some waj' has
declared that the Congress of the United States has no
power so to legislate as to destroy the rights of the people of

the South in their slave property in the Territories, and the

judges have said as a proposition, so clear that it required

uo argument, that the Congress possessing no such power,
it was plain that it could give none to the Territorial Legisla-

ture. I do not understand that the gentlemen from the North,

Uie memljers of the Democratic party, controvert that.

But at a time when we supposed that we all at length

giood upon one coinuion platform ; that we had at last a

guide and a pole star Vjy which the Democratic party conid
guide the ship of State, a sudden and alarming heresy
sprung up in the North, and something wag said about the
right of the Legi.slature of the Tenitorles not to destroy
Slavery ; not to aljolish it ; not to confiscate by direct le-

gislation the rights of the citizens of the South who might
find themselveg in the Territories with their property, but,
by a si<le blow, by indirection, and by failure to perform
Jutyi by " unfriendly legislation," to do that which cortiti-

tutionaLly they ha<l no power to do by any direct effort of
legislative will. Now, sir, the Cincinnati platform, with
which the gentleman from Nortli Carolina seems to be 80
much in love, and which he thinks is sufficient for the con-
stitutional rights of the South, woulil be sufficient for that
purpose, is sufficient for that purpose properly construed •

but when the delegates of a great party, assembled to-
gether from all portions of the Confederacy, recently met,
and the proposition was made to them to adopt the Cin-
cinnati platform, it was made under what circumstances,
and with what view ? It was made with a knowledge
of enery man in that Oon/ventio7i that two distinctly
opposite interpretations were put upon that platform—one at the South, and the other at the North.

Mr. Clingman.—The Senator will allow me to ask him if

tliese two opinions were not upon whether a Territorial Le
gislature could legislate for or against Slavery ? Are those
the opinions to whicii he refers ?

Mr. Benjamin.—The opposite constructions are put in

several points. One point is, whether the Territorial Le-
gislature has a right to abolish Slavery in the Territories

or not, before forming a State Constitution ; and another
is, whether or not it is the duty of the Federal Government
to protect the rights of the people of the South in the Ter-
ritories. Upon those two points opposite interpretations
and opposite principles exist, and were developed iu the
Charleston Convention.
Mr. Clingman.—I will answer Ihf gentleman when he is

through.
Mr. Pugh.—Do I understand the gentleman to say that

every member of the Convention agreed that the platform
had received two interpretations, or tliat it was suscejitible

of it?

Mr. Benjamin.

—

I understand that opposite interpre-
tations were plainly and openly given to thai platform
in Conmention, by men whose good faith no man has
eve'' yet disputed to tny knowledge.

Mr. Pugh.—I do not think that was the ground of the
ditl'erence of opinion at all. I said there never were two
interpretations that could be fairly given to it; that the
platform purposely, in the language of the Senator from
North Carolina, referred that question to judicial tribu-

nals ; that the difference of opinion arose upon the judicial

question; it did not arise upon the platform; and tiiat

consequently it was a false accusation. I say that cer-

tainly in no unkind spirit to the Senator ; but 1 say the
platform is not susceptible of two interpretations ; that it

referred a controversy to arbitration. There might be a
difference of opinion as to the particular arbitration of it,

but there was none as to the terms of submission.
Mr. Benjamin.—I read, Mr. President, with as much

attention as I was capable of, everytliing that occurred in

that convention, and I saw the statement over and over
again made in the convention, and not controverted, that
different opinions were put upon that platform in different

parts of the coimtry.
Mr. Pugh.—I certainly controverted it for one. I do

not recollect who else may have stated it. It may have
been repeated a great many times ; but I did controvert it.

Mr. Benjamin.—Now, sir, I say, in relation to that Cin-
cuinati platform, which the Sonator from North Carolina
seems to think ought to have amply sufficed the South, and
to have sulTiced the Democratic party, these two opposite
interpretations were known to be, intended to be given to

it. Further, I say this : I say it was avowed at Charleston,
over and over again, that if a construction was given to

that platform by which it should be clearly stated that the

people of the South were entitled to have their slaves pro-

tected in the Territorii's against any direct interference,

either by Congressional or Territorial legislation ; if that

was avowed ; if tlie doctrine of the party was asserted to

be that the Legislature of the Territory, whilst a Territory

existed in its inchoate organization, had no right to inter-

fere with Slavery, then it was said, again and again, that

no northern State could be carried upon that ground.

Mr. Clingman.—On the question as to whether a Terri-

torial Legislature could legislate against Slavery or for it,

I ask the Senator whether that would not necessarily

be a question which a c< urt must determine ; that if the

Legislature legislated or acted in any way, could we, by
our opinions, settle it ; or is it not, from necessity, a judi-

cial question ?

Mr. Benjamin.—The Senator is directing me entirely

out of the line of my argument. I must beg him to allow
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ne to proceed in my line. That is not at all what I am i

it. It has no reference at all to my line of argument. I

I sny this : 1 say that distinctly op|>osite inlei-preta-

tations, or distinctly opposite principles, if you choose, in

relation to Southern rights under the Constitution, were
avowed at Charleston, by men professing all to be Demo-
crats ; and that, in iny judgment, it is a brani upon the
good faith of tlie Democratic party, it is an imputation
upon their honor, it is unworthy of them, and unworthy
of us all, that we should go before the people of this

country ami ask their votes in favor of one party or an-
other, with the avowed purpose of presenting opposite
interpretations or opposite sets of principles in tlie two
sections of the Confederacy, as being the principles of a
common party, and forming a common party creed. 1

say that I will never be a party to any such contest as
that. If I go into an electoral contest, I want to know
the principles of the party with which I act, and I want,
before the people of my State, before the people of the
country, to declare those principles, to stand by them, to

find them written in letters of light, so that no man can
dare misconstrue them, and by them to stand, and with
them, if need be, fall.

That I understand to have been the position of the dele-

gation of Louisiana at Charleston. Taking that position,

determined that they would not palter to public preju-

dices by using words in any double sense; that all they
did and all they said must go forth to the country inca-

pable of misconstruction ; when they found it impossible
to have the principles upon which alone they could go
into the Presidential contest, stated thus clearly and thus

plainly, they withdrew, rightly withdrew, honorably with-

drew. I applaud them ; I approve them ; I stand by
them. I think they did as became high-minded and hon-
orable citizens. I think the State will show itself grateful

to them for their act

Now, the honorable Senator says he is willing to go
with Democrats upon almost any platform ; that almost
any one that we can elect would be preferalile to the ad-

versaries against whom we are to be opposed.
Mr. Clingman.—I said any of those proposed. I alluded

to those proposed in the Convention.
Mr. Benjamin.—I suppose so. Now, Mr. President, I

am not willing to go for any man, I do not care whether
his name has been proposed or not, who is not willing to

stand upon a platform of principle, of constitutional prin-

ciple. I am willing to go for any man, whether named
or not, who will pledge his honor to stand faithfully and
squarely upon a platform of sound principles ; and when
a platform of sound constitutional principles shall be
adopted by a Democratic Convention, satisfactory to me,
with my views of constitutional right, and satisfactory to

my people—principles satisfactory to my people, I say;
I care not for men—then you may put upon that platform
any man who can stand upon it honorably, and I will

TOte for him; I will maintain him; I will canvass my
State in his behalf; I will spend all my time and all my
breath in his cause, wherever, whenever, and however, I

may be asked by his friends. That far, sir, I am willing

to go ; but I have no stomach for a fight in which I am to

have my choice between a man who denies me all my
rights openly and fairly and a man who admits my rights

but intends to filch them. I have no choice there.

BENJAMIN ON DOUGLAS.

After Mr. Douglas's famous speech of May loth

and 16th, on these resolutions, Mr. Benjamin
addressed the Senate again, speaking of Mr.

Douglas as follows

:

Mr. Benjamin said, when we met here in December,
the public mind was greatly disturbed by the irruption of

a band of fanatics into a State of the Union, with the
avowed intent to liberate the slaves. A large number of
resolutions have been offered, all relating to the relation

of the General Government to Slavery in the States and
Territories. The large number and variety of these re-

solutions, required that those who professed to belonging
to the same party should meet, in order to harmonize
and act in concert. A meeting of Democratic Senators
was therefore held to accomplish this purpose. The
Senator from Illinois, in a speech occupying two daj'S,

had presented the extraordinary spectacle of advocating
his own claims to the Presidency, and denouncing those

who had dared to express their views on subjects before

the Senate. The Senator from Illinois assumed that he
was the embodiment of the Democratic paity, and that

all who opposed him were rebels. He arraigned other

Senators, and charged them and the representatives of
seventeen States at Charleston as being on the high road
t» disunion. After having thus assailed everybody, he
announced that he had only spoken 'n self-defense, and
wHh princely magnanimity ag. eed U forgive those who,

as he said, had erred cisre thrrugh ignorance than de-
sign. Mr. Benjamin then defended the Democratic Sena-
tors from the charge of having undertaken to dictate to
the Charleston Convention what sort of platform it

should make. When the Kansas bill was before the
Senate, the Senator from Illinois called a caucus o>

Democratic Senators every nvorning to decide on their
action for the day. The late Senatorial caucus had dona
no more than that. Yet for this it had been charged
with seeking to diminish the Senator's chance for success.
Mr. Benjamin next examined Mr. Douglas's charge that
seventeen Democratic States had adopted a platfo.m
looking to the dissolution of the Union, and had placed
themselves under the lead o'' Mr. Yancey, an avowed
disunionist. His State had vcted for that platform, and
he should vote for the Senate re.'olutions, and lie denied
that the Senator from Illinois had correctly stated the
meaning of either. Nobody here wanted to make a slave
code, a slang term which Mr. Douglas had picked up
from the Republicans, nor to force Slavery on an un-
willing people. The attacks upon the Democratic Sena-
tors were wanton and unprovoked, and he should repel
them. The Senator had defended his consistency at
great length, which was not the issue between them.
The issue was that the Senator from Illinois had made a
bargain and had violated it. To prove this he should
not go further back than 1857, up to which time the Sena-
tor from Illinois was looked upon by the Democratic
party with pride and favor. Why was it that a Senator
who had thus been treated with favor should now be
separated from his former associates ? That he had
passed over in his speech, and he (Benjamin) would sup-
ply the deficiency.

Mr. Benjamin then went into a history of the Kansas
act, pointing out the differences between Democrats and
Republicans and Douglas Democrats. At that time
the Democrats being unable to agree as to the power of
the people of the Territories, it was agreed to refer the
subject to the Courts and to abide by the decision. He
never had attacked the Senator's consistency. It was his
consistency that constituted his great crime—adhering
still to views which he had agreed to abandon when the
Court decided the question, and which the Court had
decided agninst him. This he charged was bad faith. The
Senator no longer worshipped at the Democratic shrine,
but had wandered forth after strange gods. The Senator
from Illinois had admitted that he made this bargain, and
yet he had been engaged since 1S57 in trying to explain
away, in conjunction with the Republicans, the decision
of the Court, and to render it useless in case it should be
affirmed. He quoted from the Dred Scott decision to show
that the principle of right to slave property in the Ter-
ritories was decided by it. On this point he argued at
great length to show that Congress had full power over
the Territories within the limits of its constitutional
power; that the Constitution forbid the prohibition of
Slavery in the Territories by Congress ; and as the Territo-
rial Government derived all its powers from Congress, the
Territorial Legislature could not do more than Congress
could. No sooner was this decision made than it was
attacked by the Republicans, and the Chief-Justice
assailed as having colluded with the President of the
United States. The Senator from Illinois got over his bar-
gain by saying that he did not af,'ree to abide by the
decision in the Dred Scott case ; but when the case was
carried up from the Territorial Courts to the Supreme
Court, he would obey that. This was an afterthought,
first announced in the canvass of 1S5S, when pressed by
Mr. Lincoln for a seat in the Senate. To save himself
from defeat, he introdueed his theory as to the power uf

the people in the Territories. [Mr. Benjamin then read
from the discussions between Messrs. Lincoln and Douglas
to sliow that the termer was much more candid in his ans-
wers than the latter, and he confessed he was not such au
ultra Anti-Slavery man as he supposed.] Mr. Douglafl

told us here that he would abide the decision of the Court,
but at home he turns his bacK on his promise, repudiates
his words, and tells his people that he has so arranged the

Kan-as hill that in spite of the decision the people of th«

Territories can keep slaves out. To be twice deceived
by the saiue man would be to make them dupes and fools.

Even Mr. Lincoln was shocked at his profligacy, and
charged him with bad faith. The election came oS, and
though Mr. Douglas was successful by the arrangement
of the Legislative Districts, Mr. Lincoln beat him 4,000 on
the popular vote. [Mr. Benjamin next read from Mr.
Douglas's Harper's Magazine article, tc show that he had
absolutely copied Mr. Lincoln's arguments of 1858, and
claimed them as discoveries of his own. Mr. Benja-

min warned Mr. Douglas that the tendencies of his doc-

trines were to drive him back, step by step, to the Black
I
Republican camp.] We already find him using theargu

I ments and quoting the language of the Republicun part/
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On tlie 24th May, the vote was taken on the

first of Mr. Davis's series of resohitions, which

was adopted, 36 to 19, the yeas being all De-

mocrats, except Messrs. Crittenden, of Ky., and

Kennedy, of Md., Americans. The nays were

all Republicans. The second resolution was

then read, when Mr. Harlan (Rep., of Iowa)

oflered to add the following as an amendment:

But tliK free discussion of the morality and expediency
of tilavery sliuidd never be interfered with by tlie laws of

any State, or of tlie United Slates ; and the freedom of

speech and of the press, on tliis and every other subject

of domestic and national policy, should be maintained in-

violate to all the States,

This amendment was rejected, 20 to 36, as fol-

lows :

Yeas.—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, CoUamer,
Dixon, Doolitde, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale,
ilamlin, Harlan, King, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Kycli,

Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—20.

Nays.— Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown,
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fitzpatrick,

Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson,
JnJinson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy,
Lane. Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk,

Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Klidell, Thomson, Toombs,
Wigfall, and Yulee—36.

Yeas all Republicans ; nays all Democrats, ex-

cept Crittenden and Kennedy, American.s.

The second resolution was then adopted, 36 to

20, the vote being exactly the reverse of that on
Mr. Harlan's amendment.
The third resolution of the series was adopted,

36 to 18, as follows:

Yeas.—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown,
Chesnut, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Fil2patrick,

Green, Gwin, Hannuond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson,
Johnsim of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy,
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk,
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidtjl, Thomson, Toombs,
Wigfall, aod Yulee—ae.

Nats.—Messrs. Birjgham, Chandler, Clark, CoUanier,
Dixon, Doolitile, Pes-enden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin,
Harlan, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade,
and Wilson— 18.

Yeas all Democrats, except Crittenden and
Kennedy ; nays all Republicans

Tiic fourth resolution was adopted, 3.5 to 21,

the negatives being all Republicans, except Mr.
Fugli, Dem , of Ohio.

Mr. Clingman offered an amendment, in the

form of the following resolution, to follow the

4th of Mr. Davis's series :

Resolved, That the exi-ting condition of the Territories

of the United States does not require the interventio.i of

Congress for the protection of property in slave.''.

The amendment was debated at considerable

length ; but, without taking the question, the

Senate adjourned.

On the following day, the amendment was
adopted, 26 to 23, as follows:

Ye*s.—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Chandler.
Cl»rk, Clingman, CoUamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Dnolittle,

Foot, Grimes, Hale, Hamlin, Harl .n, Johnson of Tennes-
see, Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Pugh, Simmons, Ten Eyck,
Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—2(5.

Nays —Messr.s. Benjamin, Bright, Biown, Che.=nut,

Clay, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hammond, Hunter, Iver-

son, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell,

Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Wigfall, and Yulee—
23.

Yeas all Republicans, except Messrs. Bigler.

Bragg, Clingman, Crittenden, Johnson (Tenn.),

Kennedy, Latham, Polk, Pugh, and Toombs;
Nays all Democrats.
The fifth resolution of the series was then

adopted, 35 to 2, HamUn and Trumbull, the

Yeas being all Democrats, except Crittenden and

Kennedy. The seventh and last of the series

was then adopted, 36 to 6, Mr. Ten Eyck, Rep.,

of New Jersey, voting Yea

JUDGE BATES'S PLATFORM.
IMPORTANT CORRESPONDENCE.

LETTKR FROM JUDGE BATES ON THE POLITICAL QUESTIONS OF THE DAIi

.

St. Loms, March, 1860.

The Hon. Edward Bates—Sir: As you may have
learned from the public prints, the Republicans of Missouri

met in Convention, in this city, on Saturday, the 10th in-

stant, to make a declaration of their principles, elect dele-

gates to the National Republican Convention, and com-
plete a State organization. All of this the Convention ex-

ecuted, in a manner wholly satisfactory to its members.
It also commended you, by resolution, to the National Re-
publican party, as one well worthy to be the standard-
bearer of that party in the coming Presidential election.

Tills fact the undersigned have pride a-nd pleasure in com-
municating to you, knowing that throughout your life you
have carried out, as far as a private citizen might, the

sentiments contained in the resolutions adopted on Satur-

day, and a copy of which we inclose. But as you have
voluntarily remained in private life for many years, your
political opinions are consequently not so well understood
by the Republican party at large as by the Republicans
of Missouri.

Inasmuch as the delegation from this State to the Chi-

cago Convention intend to present your name to that body
as a candidate for the Presidency, we, in common with
many other Republicans of Missouri, desire to procure
from you an exposition of your views on the engrossing

political questions of the time. "^Ve hope that notwith-

standing your well-known relucta ice to appear before the

public in the light of a Presidential aspirant, you Till not

refuse to answer the following interrogatories, which, in

our judgment, involve all the issues pending between the
two political parties of the country.

1st. Are you opposed to the extension of Slavery ?

2d. Does the Constitution of the United States carry Slavery
Into the Territories, and, as subsidiary to this, what is the
legal effect of the decision of the Supreme Court iu the Dred
Scott case ?

3d. Are you in favor of the colonization of the free colored
population in Central America?

4th. Do you recognize any inequality of rights among citi-

zens of the United States, and do you hold that it is the duty
of the Federal Government to protect American citizens at

home and abroad in the enjoyment of all their coustituiioual
and legal rights, privileges, and immunities ?

6lh. Are you In favor of the construction of a railroad from
the Valley of the Mississippi to the Pacific Ocean, under Ihs
auspices of the General Government?

6th. Are you In favor of the measure known as the Home
stead bill?

7th. Are you in favor of the immediate admission of Kansas,
under the Constitution adopted at Wyandot ?

Yours, respectfully, etc.,

Peter 1. For, Chas. L. Berkats,
Henkt T. Blow, Jno. M. Richardsos,
F. A. Dick, 0. D, Fiixet,

Stephen Hott, Wm. McKee,
G. W. PiSHBACK, Barton Abu^

J. B. Sitton.
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RESPONSE OF JUDGE BATES.

St. Loms, March 17, I860.
To Messrs. P. T,. For, Kditor of The Miumiri Democrat ; Dr.
Bernays, Editor of the Anzeiijer ; and other gentlemen :

Sirs: B. Gratz Brown, Esq., as President of the Mis-
souri State Convention, which sat in St. Louis on the
tenth of this month, has ofBcially made known to me the
proceedings of that body, and by them I am enabled to
know some of you as Delegates to the Chicago Conven-
tion, representing the Republican party of Missouri.

I have received your letter propounding to me certain
questions (seven in number) which you suppose will
cover most, if not all, the grounds of controversy, in the
approaching Presidential election.
With pleasure I will answer your questions. But be-

fore doing so, allow me to glance at the peculiar circum-
stances in which I am placed, and the strangeness of the
fact that I, a mere private man, am called upon to
make avowals and explanations, with any view to take
me from the shades of private life and place me at the
head of the nation. I came to this frontier in my youth,
and settled in St. Louis when it was a village. All my
manhood has been spent in Missouri, and during all that
time I have followed a profession which left my charac-
terand conduct open to the observation of society. And
while it has been my constant habit freely to express my
opinion of public measures and public men, the people
of Missouri, of all parties, will bear me witness that I
have never obtrusively thrust myself forward in pursuit
of official honors. I have held no political office, and
sought none, for more than twenty-five years.
Under these circumstances, I confess the gratification

which I feel in receiving the recent manifestations of the
respect and confidence of my fellow-citizens. First, the
Opposition members of the Missouri Legislature declared
their preference for me as a candidate ; then followed
my nomination by a Convention composed of all the ele-
ments of the Opposition in this State ; and, now, the Ke-
pubUcans of Missouri, in their separate Convention, just
held in St. Louis, have reaffirmed the nomination, and
proposed, by their delegates, to present me to the Na-
tional Convention, soon to be held at Chicago, as a can-
didate for the fiist office in the nation. These various
demonstrations in my own State are doubly gratifying to
me, because thoy aJTord the strongest proof that my
name has been put forward only in a spirit of harmony
and peace, and with the hope of preventing all division
and controversy amon-g those who, for their own safety
and the pubUc good, ought to be united in their action.
For all this I am deeply grateful, and, as far as con-

cerns^ me personally, I must declare in simple truth,
that if the movement go no further and produce no
national results, still I am paid and overpaid for a life
of labor, and for whatever of zealous effort and patient
watching I have been able to bestow in support of a
line of governmental policy which I believe to be for the
present and permanent good of the country.

_
And now, gentlemen, I proceed to answer your ques-

tions, briefly indeed, but fully, plainly, and with all pos-
sible frankness. And I do this the more willingly be-
cause I have received from individuals many letters
(too many to be separately answered), and have seen
in many public journals articles making urgent calls
upon me for such a statement of views.

1. Slavery—Its extension in the Territories.

On this subject, in the States and in the Territories,
I have no new opinions—no ojjinions formed in rela-
sion to the present array of parties. I am coeval with
the Missouri question of IS 19-20, having begun my
political life in the midst of that struggle. At that
time my position required me to seek all the means of
knowledge within my reach, and to study the principles
involved with all the powers of my mind; and I ar-
rived at conclusions then which no subsequent events
have induced me to change. The existence of negro
Slavery in our country had its beginning in the early
time of the Colonies, and was imposed by the mother
country against the will of most of the colonists. At
the time of the Revolution, and long after, it was com-
monly regarded as an evil, temporary in its nature
and likely to disappear in the course of time, yet, while
it continued, a misfortune to the country, socially and
politically.

Thus was I taught, by those who made our Govern-
ment, and neither the new light of modern civilization
nor the discovery of a new system of constitutional law
and social philosophy, has enabled me to detect the
error of the'r I caching.

_
Slave.y is " a social relation "—a domestic institu-

tion. Within the States, it exists by the local law, and
the Federal Government has nocont:ol over it there.

The Territories, whether acquired by conquest o?
peaceable purchase, are subject and subordinate ; not
sovereign like the States. The nation is supreme over
them, and the National Government has power to per-
niit or forbid Slavery, within them. Entertaining these
views, I am opposed to the extension of Slavery, and iQ
my opinion, the spirit and policy of the Government
ought to be against its extension.

2. Docs the Oonstitution carry Slavery into the Territories!

I answer no. The Constitution of the 'Jciited States
does not carry Slavery into the Territories. With much
more show of reason may it be said that it carries Sla-
very into all the Si ates. But it does not carry Slavery
anywhere. It only acts upon it, where it finds it estab-
lished by the locallaw.
In cunnection with this point, I am asked to state

my views of the Dred Scott case, and what was really
determined by the Supreme Court in that case. It is

my opinion, carefully considered, that the Court deter-
mined one single point of law only, that is, that Scott,
the^ plaintiff, being a negro of African descent (not neces-
sarily a slave), could not be a citizen of Missouri, and
therefore could not sue in the Federal Court; and that
for this reason, and this alone, the Circuit Court had
no jurisdiction of the cause, and no power to give
judgment between the parties. The only jurisdiction
which the Supreme Court had of the cause was for the
purpose of correcting the error of the Circuit Court,
in assuming the power to decide upon the merits of the
case. This power the Supreme Court did exercise, by
setting aside the judgment of the Circuit Court upon
the merits, and by dismissing the suit, without any judg-
ment for or against either party. This is all that the
Supreme Court did, and all that it had lawful power
to do.

I consider it a great public misfortune that several of
the learned judges should have thought that their duty
required them to discuss and give opinions upon various
questions outside of the case, as the case was actually
disposed of Ijy tlie court. All such opinions are extra
judicial and of no authority. But beside this, it appears
to me tliat several of the questions so discussed by the
judges are political questions, and therefore beyond the
cognizance of the judiciary, and proper only to be consi-
dered and disposed of by the political departments. If I
am right in this, and it seems to me plain, the precedent
is most unfortunate, because it may lead to a dangerous
conflict of authority among the coordinate branches of
the Government.

3. As to the colonization of the free blacks.

For many years I have been connected with the Ameri-
can Colonization Society, of which the rising young State
of Liberia is the first fruit. I consider the object both
humane and wise, beneficent alike to the free blacks who
emigrate, and to the whites whom they leave behind. But
Africa is distant, and presents so many obstacles to rapid
settlement, that we cannot indulge the hope of draining
off in that direction the growing numbers of our free black
population. The tropical regions of America, I think,

offer a far better prospect both for us and for them.

4. As to any inequality of rights among American citizens-

I recognize no distinctions among American citizens but
such as are expressly laid down in the Constitution. AnC-
I hold that our Government is bound to protect all the
citizens in the enjoyment of all their rights, everywhere
and against all assailants. And as to all these rights
there is no difference between citizens born and citizen*

made such by law.

5. Am I in favor of the construction of a railroad from the
Valley of the Mississippi to the Pacific Ocean, under the aus
pices of the General Government?

Yes, strongly. I not only believe such a road of vast
importance as the means of increasing the population,
wealth and power of this great valley, but necessary as
the means of national defence, and of preserving the
integrity of the Union.

6. Am I in favor of the measure called the Homestead bill f

Yes ; I ?.m for guarding the public lands, as well as
possible, from the danger of becoming the subject of com-
mon trade and speculation—for keeping them for the

actual use of the people—and for granting tracts of

suitable size to those who will actually inhabit and im-

prove them.

7. Am I in favor of the immediate admission of Kansas
under the Wyandot Constitution ?

I think that Kansas ought to be admitted without
delay, leaving her, like all the other States, the sole judge
of her own Constitution.

Thus, gentlemen, I beli?ve I have answered all you»
inquiries in a plain, intelligible manner, and, I hope, U
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your autisfacUoyi. I have not attempted to support my
answers by argument, for that could not be done in a

(hort letter; and, restraining myself from going into

general politics, I have confined my remarks to the

particular subjects upon which you requested me to

write. Your obliged fellow-citizen,

Edward Batbs.

JUDGE BATES'S LETTER

IN SUPPORT OF LINCOLlf.

St. Louis, June 11, 1860.

0. H. Brownino, Esq., Quincy, 111.

Dear Sir : When I received your letter of May 22d, I

had no thought that the answer would be so long de-

layed ; but, waiving all excuses, I proceed to answer
it now.
Under the circumstances of the case it ought not to

have been doubted that I would give Mr. Lincoln's nom-
ination a cordial and hearty support. But in declaring

my intention to do so, it is due to myself to state some of

the facts and reasons which have a controlling influence

over my mind, and which I think ought to be persua-

sive arguments with some other men, whose political

Of' -ons and antecedents are, in some important parti-

culars, like my own.
There was no good ground- for supposing that I felt

any pique or dissatisfaction because the Chicago Con-
vention failed to nominate me. I had no such feeling.

On party grounds, I had no right to expect the nomina-
tion. I had no claims upon the Republicans as a party,

for I have never been a member of any party, so as to

be bound by its dogmas, and subject to its discipline, ex-

cept only the Whig party, which is now broken up, and
Its materials, for the most part, absorbed in other organi-

zations. And thus I am left, alone and powerless, in-

deed, but perfectly free to follow the dictates of my own
judgment, and to take such part in current politics as

my own sense of duty and patriotism may require.

Many llepublicans, and among them, I think, some of

the most moderate and patriotic of that party, honored
me with their confidence and desired to make me their

candidate. For this favor I was indebted to the fact that

between them and me there was a coincidence of opin-

ion upon certain important questions of government.
They and I agreed in believing that the National Govern-
ment has sovereign power over the Territories, and that

it would be impolitic and unwise to use that power for

the propagation of negro Slavery by planting it in Free
Territory. Some of them believed also that my nomina-
tion, while it would tei.t' '"o soften the tone of the Repub-
lican party, without any abandonment of its principles,

might tend also to generalize its character and attract

the friendship and support of many, especially in the
border States, who, like me, had never been members of

their party, but concurred with them in opinion about
the government of the Territories. These are the grounds,
and I think the only grounds, upon which I was sup-
ported at all at Chicago.
As to the platform put forth by the Chicago Conven-

tion, I have little to say, because, whether good or bad,
that will not constitute the ground of my support of Mr.
Lincoln. I have no great respect for party platforms in

general. They are commonly made in times of high ex-
citement, under a pressure of circumstances, and with the
view to conciliate present support, rather than to esta-

blish a permanent system of principles and line of
policy for the future good government of country.
The Conventions which form them are transient in

their nature ; their power and influence are consumed in

the using, leaving no continuing obligation upon their re-

spective parties. And hence we need not wonder that
platforms so made are hardly ever acted upon in prac-
tice. I shall not discuss their relative merits, but con-
tent myself with saying that this Republican platform,

though in several particulars it does not conform to my
views, is still far belter than any published creed, past or
present, of the Democrats. And as to the new party, it

has not chosen to promulgate any platform at all, except
two or three broad generalities which are common to the

professions of faith of all parties in the country. No
party, indeed, dare ask the confidence of the nation,

whil-e openly denying the obligation to support the Union
and the Constitution and to enforce the laws. That is a
common duty, binding upon every citizen, and the failure

to perform it is a crime.
To me it is plain that the approaching contest must be

between the Democratic and the Republican parlies ; and,
between them, I prefer the latter.

The Democratic party, by the long possession and
abuse of power, has grown wanton and reckless ; has

corrupted Itself and perverted the prluclpl-'s of the Go-
vernment

; has set itself openly against the great home
interests of the people, by neglecUng to i)rotect their
Industry, and by refu.-iing to improve and lieep in order
thehigliways and depots of commerce; and even now is

urging a measure in Congress to abdicate tlie constitu-
tional power and duly to regulate commerce among the
States, and to grant to the States the discretionary
power to levy tonnage duties upon all our commerce,
under the pretense of improving harbors, rivers, and
lakes ; has clianged the status of the negro slave by mak-
ing him no longer mere property, but a T)olitician, an
antagonist power in the Stale, a power to which all other
powers are required to yield, under penalty of a dissolu-
tion of the Union ; has directed its energies to the grati-
fication of its lusts of foreign domain, as manifested in its

persistent efi'orts to seize upon tropical regions, not be-
cause those countries ami their incongruous people are
necessary, or even desirable, to be incorporated into cur
nation, but for the mere purpose of making Slave States,
in order to advance the political power of the party ir

the Senate and in the choice of tlie President, so as
efifeotually to transfer the chief powers of the Govermrent
from the many to the few ; has in various instances
endangered the equality of the coordinate branches of the

Government, by urgent efforts to enlarge tlie powers of

the Executive at the expense of the Legislative depart-
ment; has attempted to discredit and degrade the Judi-
ciary, by affecting to make it, at first, the arbiter of

parly quarrels, to become soon and inevitably tne pas-
sive registrar of a party decree.

In most, if not all these particulars, I understand the
Republican party (judging it by its acta and by the
known opinions of many of its leading men) to be the
exact opposite of the Democratic party ; and that is the

ground of m;- preference of the one party over the other.

And that alone would be a sufficient reason, if I had no
other good reasons, for supporting Mr. Lincoln against

any man who may be put forward by the Democratic
party, as the exponent of its principles and the agent to

work out, in practice, its dangerous policies.

The third party, which, by its formation, has destro)'ed

the organization of the American and Whig parties, has
nominated two most excellent men. I know them well,

as sound statesmen and true patriots. More than thirty

years ago I served with them both in Congress, and from
that time to this I have always held them in respect and
honor. But what can the third party do toward the elet

tion of even such worthy men as these against the two
great parties which are now in actual contest for the

power to rule the nation ? It is made up entirely of por-

tions of the disintegrated elements of the late Whig and
American parties—good materials, iu the main, I admit,

but quite too weak to elect any man or establish any
principle. The most it can do is, here and there in par
ticular localities, to make a diversion in favor of the

Democrats. In 1S56, the Whig and American parties

(not forming a new party, but united as allies), with en-

tire unanimity and some zeal, supported Mr. Fillmore for

the Presidency, and with what results? We made a
miserable failure, carrying no State but gallant little

Maryland. And, surely, the united Whigs and Ameri-
cans of that day had a far greater show of strength and
far better prospects of success than any which belong to

the Constitutional Union party now. In fact, I see no
possibhty. of success for the third party, except in one
contingency— the Deslruclioa of the Democratic party.

That is a contigency not like^' to happen this year, for,

badly as I think of many of the acts and policies of that

party, its cup is not yet full—the day has not yet come
when it must dissolve iu its own corruptions. But the
day is coming, and is not far otT. The party has made
itself entirely sectional ; it Ijas concentrated its very be-

ing into one single idea ; negro Slavery has control of all

its faculties, and it can see and hear nothing else
—" oae

stern, tyrannic thought, that makes all other thoughta

its slaves !"

But the Democratic party still lives, and while It lives, it

and the Republican party are the only real antagonistic

powers in the nation, and for the present, I must choofe
between them. I choose the latter, as wiser, purer,

younger and less corrupted by time and self-indulgence.

The candidates nominated at Cliicago are both men whe,
as individuals and politicians, rank with the foremost of

the country. I. have heard no objection to ilr. Hamlin
personally, but only to his geograpliical position, which is

thought to be too far North and East to allow liis personal

good qualities to exercise their proper influence over the

nation at large. But the nomination for the Presidency is

the great controlling act. JMr. Lincohi, his character,

talents, opinions and history will be criticised by thou-

sands, while the candidate for the Vice-Presidency will be
passed over iu comparative silence.
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Mr. Lincoln's nomination took the public by surprise,

because, until just before the event, it was unexpected.
But really it ought not to have excited any surprise, for
such unforeseen nominations are common in our political

history. Polk and Pierce, by the Democrats, and Hani-
son and Taylor, by the Whigs, were all nominated in this

extemporaneous manner—all of them were elected. I

have known Mr. Lincoln for more than twenty years, and
therefore have a rijiht to speak of him with some confi-
dence. As an individual, he has ear'oed a high reputation
for truth, courage, candor, morals, and amiability ; so that,
as a man, he is most trustworthy. And in this particular,
he is more entitled to our esteem than some other men, his

equals, who had far better opportunitie? and aids in early
life. His talents, and the will to use them to the best ad-
vantage, are unquestionable

; and the proof is found in the
fact that, in every position in life, from his humble begin-
ning to his present well-earned elevation, he has more than
fulfilled the best hopes of his friends. And now, in the full

vigor of his manhood, and in the honest pride of having
made himself what he is, he is the peer of the first man of
the nation, well able to sustain himself and advance his

cause, against any adversary, and in any field, where mind
and knowledge are the weapons used.

In politics he has but acted out the principle of his

own moral and intellectual character. He has not con-
cealed his thoughts nor hidden his light under a bushel.

With the boldness of conscious rectitude and the frank-

ness of downright honesty, he has not failed to avow his

opinions of public affairs upon all fitting occasions.

This I know may subject him to the carping censure
of that class of politicians who mistake cunning for wis-

dom and falsehood for ingenuity ; but such men as Lin-

cola must act in keeping with their own characters, and
hope for success onl^' by advancing the truth prudently
and maintaining it bravely. All his old political ante-

cedents are, in my judgment, exactly right, being square
up to the old Whig standard. And as to his views about
" the pestilent negro question," I am not aware that he
has gone one step beyond the doctrines publicly and
habitually avowed by the great lights of the Whig.party,
Clay, Webster, and their fellows, and indeed sustained
and carried out by the Democrats themselves, in their

wiser and better days.

The following, I suppose, are in brief his opinions up-
on that subject : 1. Slavery is a domestic institution

within the States which choose to have it, and it exists

within those States beyond the control of Congress.

2. Congress has supreme legislative power over all the
Territories, and may, at its discretion, allow or forbid the
existence of Slavery within them. 3. Congress, in wis-

dom and sound policy, ought not so to exercise its power,
directly or indirectly, as to plant and establish Slavery
In any Territory theretofore free. 4. And that it is unwise
and impolitic in the Government of the United States, to

acquire tropical regions for the mere purpose of convert-
ing them into Slave States.

These, I believe, are Mr. Lincoln's opinions upon the

matter of Slavery in the Territories, and I concur in

them. They are no new inventions, made to suit the ex-

igencies of the hour, but have come down to us, as the
Declaration of Independence and the Constitution have,
sanctioned by the venerable authority of the wise and
good men who established our institutions. They are
conformable to law, principle and wise policy, and their

utility is proven in practice by the as j'et unbroken cur-

rent of our political history. They will prevail, not only
because they are right in themselves, but also because a
great and still growing majority of the people brieve
them to be right ; and the sooner they are alloweU to

prevail in peace and harmony, the better for all con-

cerned, as well those who are against them as those who
are for them.

I am aware thatsmalU partisans, in their little warfare
against opposing leaders, do sometimes assail them by
the trick of tearing from their contexts some particular
objectionable phrases, penned, perhaps, in the hurry of

composition, or spoken in the ^ cat of oral debate, and

holding them up to the public as the leading doctrines
of the person assailed, and drawing from them their own
uncharitable inferences. That line of attack betrays a
little mind conscious of its weakness, for the falsity of ita

logic is not more apparent than the injustice of its de-
signs. No public man can stand that ordeal, and, how-
ever willing men may be to see it applied to their adver-
saries, all flinch from the torture when applied to them-
selves. In fact, the man who never said a foolish thing,

will hardly be able to prove that he ever said many wise
ones.

I consider Mr. Lincoln a sound, safe, national man. He
could not be sectional if he tried. His birth, education,
the habits of his life, and his geographical position, com-
pel him to be national. All his feelings and interest are
identified with the great valley of the Mississippi, near
whose centre he has spent his whole life. The valley ia

not a section, but, conspicuously, the body of the nation,

and, large as it is, it is not capable of being divided into

sections, for the great river cannot be divided. It is one
and indivisible, and the North and the South are alike

necessary to its comfort and prosperity. Ite people, too,

in all their interests and affections, are as broad and
general as the regions tliey inhabit. They are emigrants,
a mixed multitude, coming from every State in the Union,
and from most couniries in Europe; they are unwilling,

therefore, to submit to any one petty local standard.
They love the nation as a whole, and they love all its

parts, for they are bound to them all, not only by a feel-

ing of common interest and mutual dependence, T)Ut also

by the recollections of childhood and youth, by blood and
friendship, and by all those social and domestic charities

which sweeten life, and make this world worth living in.

The valley is beginning to feel its power, and will soon be
strong enough to dictate the law of the land. Whenever
that state of things shall come to pass, it will be most
fortunate for the nation to find the powers of Government
lodged in the hands of men whose habits of thought,
whose position and surrounding circumstances, constrain
them to use those powers for general and not sectional

ends.

I give my opinion freely in Tavor of Mr. Lincoln, and I

hope that for the good of the whole country, he may be
elected. But it is not my intention to take any active

part in the canvass. For many years past, I have had
little to do with public affairs, and have aspired to no
political oflSce ; and now, in view of the mad excitement
which convulses the countr.v, and the general disruption

and disorder of parties and the elements which compose
them, I am more than ever assured that for me, person-
ally, there is no political future, and I accept the condi-

tion with cheerful satisfaction. Still, I cannot discharge

myself from the life-long duty to watch the conduct of

men in power, and to resist, so far as a mere private man
may, the fearful progress of official corruption, which for

several years past has sadly marred and defiled the fair

fabric of our Government.
If Mr. Lincoln should be elected, coming in as a new

man at the head of a young party never before in power,
he may render a great service to his country, which no
Democrat could render. He can march straight forward
in the discharge of his high duties, guided only by his own
goodjudgment and honest purposes, without any necessity

to temporize with established abuses, to wink at the delin-

quencies of old party friends, or to unlearn and discard

the bad official habits that have grown up under the mis-

government of his Democratic predecessors. In short, he
can be an honest and bold reformer on easier and cheaper
terms than any Democratic President can be— for, in pro-

ceeding in the good work of cleansing and purifying the
administrative departments, he will have no occasion to

expose the vices, assail the interests, or thwart the ambi-
tion of his political friends.

Begging your pardon for the length of this letter, I

remain, with great respect, your friend and obedient
servant,

Edward Bates.
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THE MONROE DOCTRINE.
So much haa been wildly said of what is

t<^rmed the " Monroe Doctrine," in regard to the

influence of European Powers on this continent,

that we publish exactly what President Monroe
said on the subject. We copy from the Seventh
Annual Message of Mr, Monroe, dated December
2, 1823 :

" It was stated, at the commencement of the last session,

that a great effort was then making; in Spiin and Portugal
to improve the condition of the people of those countries,
and that it appeared to be conducted with extraordinary
moderation. It need scarcely be remarlied that tlie re-

sult has been, so far, very different fi'om what was then
anticipated. Of events in that quarter of the globe, with
which we have so much intercourse, and from which we
derive our origin, we have always been anxious and iu-

tere.sted spectators. Tiie citizens of the United States
cherish sentiments the most friendly in favor of the liberty

and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the
Atlantic. In the wars of the European powers, in matters
relating to ttiemselves, we have never taken any part,
nor does it comport with our policy so to do. It is only
when our rights are invaded or seriously menaced, that
we resent injuries or make preparation for our defense.
With the movements in this hemisptere we are of neces-
sity more immediately connected, and by causes which
must be obvious to all enlightened and impartial obser-
Ters. The political system of the allied powers is essen-
tially different ni tills respect from that of America.
I'his difference proceeds from that which exists in their

respective governments. And to the defense of our own,
which has been acliieved by the loss of so mucli blood and
treasure, and matured by the wisdom of their most
enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We
owe it, therefore, to candor, and to the amicable relations
existing between the United States and those powers to

declare, that we should consider any attempt on their
part to extend their system to any portion of this hemi-
sphere as dangerous to our peace and safety. With the
existing colonies or dependencies of any European power
we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But with
the governments who have declared their independence,

and maintained it, and whose independence we have, on
great consideration, and on just principles, acknowledged,
we could not view any interposition for the purpose o(

oppressing them, or controlling in any other manner their

destiny, by any European power, in any other light than
as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward
the United States. In the war between these new govern-
ments and Spain, we declared our neutrality at the time
of their recognition, and to this we have adhered, and
shall continue to adhere, provided no change shall occur,
which in the judgment of the competent authorities of this

Government, shall make a corresponding change on the
part of the United States indispensable to their security.
" The late events in Spain and Portugal show that Europe

is still unsettled. Of this important fact no stronger proof
can be adduced than that the allied powers should have
thought it proper, on a principle satisfactory to them-
selves, to have interposed by force in the internal concerns
of Spain. To what extent such interposition may be car-

ried, on the same principle, is a question to which aU
independent powers, wiiose governments differ from
theirs, are interested—even those most remote, and surely

none more so than the United States. Our policy in re-

gard to Europe, which was adopted at an early stage of

the wars which have so long agitated that quarter of the

globe, nevertheless remains the same, which is, not to

interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers ; to

consider the Government, de facto ^ as the legitimate

Government for us ; to cultivate friendly relations with it,

and to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and
manly policy; meeting, in all instances, the just claims of

every power, submitting to injuries from none. But in

regard to these continents, circumstances are eminently
and conspicuously different. It is impossible that the

allied powers should extend their political system to any
portion of either continent without endangering our

peace and happiness ; nor can any one believe that oui

southern brethren, if left to themselves, would adopt it of

their own accord. It is equally impossible, therefore,

that we should behold such interposition, in any form,
with indifference. If we look to the comparative strength

and resources of Spain and those new Governments, and
their distance from each other, it must be obvious that

she can never subdue them. It is still the true policy of

the United States to leave the parties to themselves, in

the hope that other powers wiU pursue the same course."

STATES AND STATESMEN ON THE SLAYERY QUESTION.

WISCONSIN FOR FREE SOIL.

The following resolutions were adopted by
the Wisconsin (Democratic) Legislature in 1848,

with only three dissenting votes in the Senate

and five in the Ilouse :

WJiermfi, Slavery is an evil of the first magnitude,
morally and politically, and whatever may be the
Consequences, it is our duty to prohibit its extension in

all cases where such prohibition is allowed by the Con-
stitution : Therefore,

Resolved, By the Senate and Assembly of the State of
Wisconsin, that the introduction of Slavery into this

country is to be deeply deplored ; that its extension
ought to be prohibited by every constitutional barrier

within the power of Congress ; that in the admission of
new territory into the Union, there ought to be an in-

hibitory provision against its introduction, unless clearly

and unequivocally admitted by the Constitution—inas-

much as in all cases of doubtful construction, the Rights

of Man and the cause of Liberty ought to prevail.

lie-soired, That our Senators in Congress be, and they
are hereby, instructed, and our Representatives are re-

quested, to use their influence to insert into the organic

act for the government of any new larritory already
acquired or he^ eafter to be acquired, that is now free, an
ordinanre forevef p ohibUing the introduction of

Slavery or involuntary swvitude into said territory ex-

cept as a punisliment for crime, of which the party shall

have been duly convicted according to law.
Resolved, That His Excellency the Governor is here-

by requested immediately to forward a copy of the fore-

going resolutions to each of otir Senators and Represen-
tatives, to be by them laid before Congress.

TUE DEMOCRACY OF MAINE FOR THE WIL.MOT

PROYISO.

Resolutions adopted by a Convention of the

Democratic party of Maine, in June, 1849 :

RexoVeed, That the institution of human Slavery is at

variance with the theory of our government, abhorrent
to the common sentiments of mankind, and fraught with
danger to all who come within the sphere of its influence,

that the Federal Government possesses adequate power
to inhibit its existence in the Territories of the Union;
and that we enjoin upon our Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress to make every exertion and employ all

their influence to procure the passage of a law forever

excluding Slavery from the Territories of California and
New-Mexico.

DELAWARE FOR FREE TERRITORY.

The following preamble and resolution were
adopted by the Legislature of Delaware iu

1847 :
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Whereas, A crisis has arrived in the public affairs of
the Nation, which requires the free and full expressiouof
the people, through their legal representatives; and
Whereas, The United States is at war with the Republic
of Mexico, occasioned by the Annexation of Texas, with
a view to the addition of Slave Territory to our country,
and the extending of Slave power in our Union; and
Whereas, In the opinion of tlie General Assembly, such
acquisitions are hostile to the spirit of our Free Insti-
tutions, and contrary to sound morality ; therefore be it

Resolved, By the Senate and House of Representatives
of the State of Delaware in General Assembly met, That
our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby
requested to vote against the annexation of any Territory
to our Union, which shall not thereafter be forever free
from Slavery.

MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST SLAVERY.

The following resolution was passed by the
Legislature of Massachusetts in 1847, in con-
nection with others on the subject of the Mexi-
can war.

Resolved, That our attention is directed anew to the
wrong and ''enormity" of Slavery, and to the tyranny
and usurpation of the " Slave Power," as displayed in the
history of our country, particularly in the annexation of
Texas, and the present war with Mexico, and that we are
impressed with ths unalterable condition, that a regard
for the fair fame of our country, for the principle of
morals, and for that righteousness that exalteth a nation,
sanctions and requir^j all constitutional efforts for the
destruction of the unjust influence of the Slave power,
and for tlie abolition of Slavery within the limits of the
United States.

THE WHIGS OF MASSACHUSETTS AGAINST
SLAVERY.

The Massachusetts State Convention, held at

Springfield, in the latter part of the month of
September, 1847, and at which Daniel Webster
was nominated as a candidate for the Presi-

dency, passed the following among other re-

solutions :

Resolved, That the war with Mexico—the predicted, if

Bot the legitimate offspring, of the annexation of Texas

—

\>egun in a palpable violation of the Constitution, and
the usurpation of the powers of Congress by the Presi-
dent, Sjld carried on in reckless indifference and disregard
of the blood and treasure of the Nation—can have no
object which can be effected by the acquisition of Mexi-
can territory, under the circumstance of the country

—

unless under adequate securities for the protection of
human liberty—can have no other probable result than
the ultimate advancement of the sectional supremacy of
the Slave Power.

After recommending " Peace with Mexico,
without dismembermcut," and " Xo addition of
Mexican Territories to the American Union,"
the Convention

Resolved, That if this course should be rejected and the
war shall be prosecuted to the final subjection or dismem-
berment of Mexico, the Whigs of Massachusetts now de-
clare, and put this declaration of purpose on record, that
Massachusetts will never consent that Mexican Territory,
however acquired, shall become a part of the American
Union, unless on the unalterable condition that "there
sfhall be neither Slavery nor Involuntary Servitude therein,
otherwise than in the punishment of crime."
Resolved, That in making this declaration of her pur-

pose, Massachusetts announces no new principle of action
in regard to her sister States, and maUes no new applica-
tion of principles already acknowledged. She merely
states the great American principle embodied in our De-
claration of Independence—the political equality of per-
sons in the civil slate ; the principles adopted in the legis-
lation of the States under the Confederation, and some-
times by the Constitution—in the admission of all the
new States formed from the only Territory belonging to
the Union at the adoption of the Constitution— it is, in
short, the imperishable principle set forth in the ever
memorable Ordinance of 1787, which has for more than
half a cen||ury been the fundamental law of human
liberty in the great valley of the Lakes, tlie Ohio, and
Uie Mississippi, with wliat brilliant success, and with what
unparalleled results, let the great and growing States of
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, and VViscousin, answer
and declare.

MR. WEBSTER AGAINST SLAVERY EXTENSIOW.

In the United States Senate, in Aug., 1848,

Mr. Webster, in speaking on the bill to organize

the Territory of Oregon with a chmse prohibit-

ing Slavery, said

:

The question now is, whether it is not competent te

Congress, in the exercise of a fair and just discretion, t«

say that, considering that there have been five slave-

holding States (Louisiana, Florida, Arkansas, Missouri
and Texas) added to the Union out of foreign acquisi-

tions, and as yet only one Free State, whether, under thia

state of things, it is unreasonable and unjust in the
slightest degree to limit their farther extensi;.>>. ? That is

the question. I see no,injustice in it. As to the powei
of Congress I have nothing to add to what I said th«

other day. I have said that I Aall consent to no Ea>
tension of the area of Slavery on this Continent, no)
any increase of Slave Representation in the oih0
House of Congress.

MILLARD Fillmore's views.

His Buffalo Letter of 1838.

Buffalo, Oct, 17, 1838.

Sir: Your communication of the 13th inst., as chairman
of the committee appointed bj' " The Anti-Slavery Society
of the County of Erie," has just come to hand. You solicit

my answer to the following interrogatories :

1st. Do you believe that petitions to Congress, on the
subject of Slavery and the Slave-trade, ought to be re-

ceived, read, and respectfully considered by the represen-
tatives of the people ?

2d. Are you opposed to the annexation of Texas tc this

Union under any circumstances, so long as slaves are held
therein ?

3d. Are you in favor of Congress exercising all the
power it possesses to abolish the Internal Slave-trade be-
tween the States ?

4th. Are you in favor of iiomediate legislation for the
Abolition of Slavery in the District of Columbia ?

Answer.—I am much engaged, and have no time to

enter into argument, or explain at length my reasons for

my opinions. I shaU therefore content myself, for the
present, by answering all your interrogatories in the affir-

mative, and leave for some future occasion a more ex-
tended discussion on the subject.

I would, however, take this occasion to say, that in thus
frankly giving my opinion, I would not desire to have it

understood in the nature of a pledge. At the same time
that I seek no disguise, but freely give my sentiments on
any subject of interest to those for whose suffrages I am a
candidate, I am opposed to git-ing any pledge tliat shall

deprive me hereafter of all discretionary jiower. My own
character must be the guaranty for the general correct-

ness of my legislative deportment. On every important
subject I am bound to deliberate before I act, and 'ispc

cially as a legislator, to possess myself of all the infoi-ma
tion, and listen to every argument that can be adduced
by my associates, before I give a final vote. If I stand
pledged to a particular course of action, I cease to be a
responsible agent, but I become a mere machine. Should
subsequent events show, beyond all doubt, that the course
I had become pledged >~ pursue was ruinous to my con-
stituents and disgraceful to myself, I have no alternative,

no opportunity for repentance, and there is no power to

absolve me from my obligation. Hence the impropriety,
not to say absurdity, in my view, of giving a pledge.

I am aware that j'ou have not asked my pledge, and i

believe I know your sound judgment and good sense too
well to think you desire any such thing. It was, however,
to prevent any misrepresentation on the part of others,

that I have felt it my duty thus much on this subject.

I am, respectfully, your obedient servant,
Millard Fillmore.

W. Mills, Esq., chairman.

MR. Fillmore's albany speech of 1856.

The following is Mr. Fillmore's speech, de-

livered at Albany, in July, ISoti :

Mr. Mayor and Felloxo- Citizens : This overwhelming
demoHstration of congratulation and welcome almost de-

prives me of the power of speech. Here, nearly thirty

years ago, I commenced my political career. In this

building I first saw a legislative body in session ; but at

that time it never entered into the aspirations of my
heart that I ever should receive such a welcome as Hiis

in the capital of ray native State.

You have been pleased, sir, to allude to my former
services and my piobable course if I should ajtam be



MR. FILLMORE'S ALBANY SPEECn, ETC. SOS

called to the position of Chief Magistrate of the nation. I

It is not pleasant to speak of one's self, yet I trust ttiat

the occasion will justify me in briefly alluding to one or

two events connected with my administration. You all

know that when I was called to the Executive chair by a
beieavement which shrouded a nation in mourning, that

the country was unfortunately agitated from one end to

Uie other upon tlie all-exciting subject of Slavery. It

was then, sir, that I felt it my duty to rise above every

,

isectional prejudice, and look to the welfare of the whole
nation. I was compelled to a certain extent to overcome
lonj,-cherished prejudices, and disregard party claims.

But in doing this, sir, I did no more than was done by
many abler and better men than myself. I was by no
means the sole instrument, under Providence, in har-

monizing these dilBculties. There were at that time
noble, independent, high-souled men in both Houses of

Congress, belonging to botli the great political parties of

the country—Whigs and Democrats—who spurned the

dictation of selfish party leaders, and rallied around my
administration in support of the great measures which
restored peace to an agitated and distracted country.

Some of these have gone to their eternal rest, with tlie

blessings of their country on their heads, but others yet
survive, deserving tlie benediction and honors of a
grateful people. Hy the blessings of Divine Providence,
our efforts were crowned with signal success, and wlien

I left the Presidential chair, the whole nation was pros-
perous and contented, and our relations with all foreign

nations were of tlie most amicable kind. The cloud that
hung upon the lioiizon was dissipated. Bui where are

we now ? Alas ! threatened at home with civil war, and
from abroad with a rupture of our peaceful relations. I

shall not seek to trace the causes of this change. These
are the facts, and it is for you to ponder upon ihera Of
the present Administration I have nothing to say, for 1

know and can appreciate tlie dilBculties of ailminisie ing

this government, and if the present Executive and his

supporters liave with good intentions and honest hearts

made a mistake, I hope God may forgive them as I freely

do. But, if there be those who have brought these cal-

amities upon tlie country for selfish or ambitious objects,

it is your duty, fellow-citizens, to hold them to a strict

responsibility.

The agitation which disturbed the peace of the coun-
try in IboO, was unavoidable. It was brought upon us

by the acquisition of new territory, for the government
of which it was necessary to provide ten-itorial organi-

zation. But it is for you to say whether the present agi-

tation, which distracts the country and threatens us with
civil war, has not been recklessly and wantonly pro-

duced, by the adoption of a measure to aid pei'sonal ad-
vancement rather tlian in any public good.

Sir, you have been pleased to say, that I have the
Union of these States at heart ; this, sir, is most tj-ue, for

if there be one olsject dearer to me than any other, it is

the unity, prosperity, and glory of this great republic
;

and I confess franklj', sir, that I fear it is in danger. 1

say nothing of any particular section, much less of the
several candidates before the people. I presume they
are all honorable men. But, sir, what do we see ? An
exasperated feeling l*tween the North and the South, on
the most exciiing of all topics, resulting in bloodshed
and organized military array.
But tills is not all, sir. We see a political party pre-

senting candidates for the Presidency and Vice-Presi-
dency, selected for the first time from the Free Stated
alone, witli the avowed purpose of electing these candi-
dates by suffrages of one part of the Union only, to rule
over the whole United States. Can it be possible that
those who are engaged In such a measure can have seri-

ously reflected upon the consequences which must inevi-

tably follow, in case of success? Can they have the
madness or the folly to beUeve that our Southern breth-
ren would submit to be governed by such a Cliief Magis-
trate? Would he be required to follow the same rule
prescribed by those who elected him, in making his ap-
pointments ? If a man living south of Mason and Dixon's
line be not worthy to be President or Vice-President,
would it be proper to select one from the same quarter
as one of his cabinet council or to represent the nation
in a foreign country? Or, indeed, to collect the revenue,
or administer the laws of the United States? If not,

what new rule is the President to adopt in selecting men
for office, that the people themselves discard in^selecting

him? These are serious, but practical questions, and in

order to appreciate tliem fully, it is onl.y necessary to

turn the tables upon ourselves. Suppose that the South,
having a majority of tlie electoral votes, should declare
ttiat they would only have slaveholders for President
and Vice-President, and should elect such by their ex-

clusive s'illruges lo rule over us at the North. Do you

think we would submit to it? \o, not for a moment.
And do you believe that your aoulhern brethren are leiin

sensitive on this subject than you are, or les.i jealous of
their riglits ? If you do, let me tell you that you are
mistaken. And, therefore, you must see that if this eeo-

tional party succeeds, it leads inevitably to the destruc-
tion of tliis beautiful fabric reared by our forefathers, ce-

mented by their blood, and bequeathed to us as a price-
less inheritan -c.

I tell you, my friends, that I feel deeply, and there-
fore I speak earnestly on th;s subject (cries of ''you're
right !"; for I feel tiiat you are in diinger. I am deter-
mined to make a clean breast of it. I will wash my
hands of the consequences, whatever they may be ; and
I tell you that we are treading upon the brink of a vol-
cano, tliat is liable at any moment to burst forth and
overwhelm the nation. I might, by soft words, in.'pire

delusive hopes, and thereby win voles. But 1 can nevei
consent to be one thing to the North and anotlier to the
South. I should despise myself, if I could be guilty of
such duplicity. Eor my conscience would exclaim, witlj

the dramatic poet

:

" Is there not some chosen cur.^e.
Some hidden tliuuder in llie stores of .'I'aven,

Bed w.th uiicominou wrath, to blast the man
Who owes his greatness to his country's ruin ?"

In the language of the lamented, but immortal Clay
" I had rather be right than be President !"

It seems to me impossible that those engaged in this

can have contemplated the awful consequences of suc-
cess. If it breaks asunder the bonds of our Union, and
spreads anarchy and civil war through the land, what is

it less than moral treason? Law and common sense
hold a man responsible for the natural consequence of
his acts, and must not those whose acts tend to the de
struction of the Government, be equally held resi)on3i

ble?
And let me also add, that when this Union is dissolved,

it will not be divided into two reiiublics, or two mon
archies, but be broken into fragments, and at war with
each other.

MR. Fillmore's letter to a xew-touk union
MEETING IN 1859.

The {ollowing is an extract from a letter of

Mr. Filliiioie, (dated Dee. IG, lS5y), iu reply to

an invitation to attend a Union fleeting at

Cooper Institute, New-York.

But it seems to me that if my opinions are of any im-
portance to my countiymen, they now have them in a
much more responsible and satisfactory form than I

could give them by participating in tlie proceedings of

any meeting. My sentiments on this unfortunate ques-

tion of slavery, and the constitutional rights of tlie South
in regard to it, have not changed since they wevti made
manifest to the whole country by the performance of a

painful duty in approving and enforcing tlie Tugilive

Slave Law. What the Constitution gives I would con-

cede at every sacrifice. 1 would not seek lo enjoy as

benefits without sharing its burdens and its respoujib. li-

lies. I know of no other rule of political r-gbl or exi.tJi-

ency. Those were my sentiments then— they are my
sentiments now. I stand by the Constitution of -my
country at every hazard, and am prepared to maintain
it at every sacrifice.

Here I might stop ; but since I have yielded to the im-

pulse to write, I will not hesitate to express, very briefly,

my views on one or two events which have occurred
since I retired from office, and which, in all probability,

have given rise to your meeting. This I cannot do intel-

ligibly, without a brief reference to some events which
occurred during my administration.

All must remember that in 1349 and 1S50, the country
was severely agitated on this disturbing question of
Slavery. That contest grew out of the acquisition

of new territory from Mexico, and a contest between the

North and South as to whether Slavery should be toler

ated in any part of that Territory. Mixed up with this,

was a claim on the part of the slavebolding States, tliat.

the provision of the Constitution for the rendition of

fugitives from service should be made available, as the

law of 1793 on that subject, which depended chiefly on
State officers for its execution, had become inoperative,

because State officers were not obliged to perform thai

duty. ^

After a severe struggle, which threateijed the integrity

of the Union, Congress finally passed laws settling these

questions ; and the Government and the people for a
time seemed to acquiesce in tliat compromise as a£ual
settlement of this exciting question ; and it. is exceedingly
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to be regi'etted that mistaken ambiti'j or the hope of
I

promoting a party triumph should have tempted any I

»ne to raise this question again. Uut in an evil hour this
|

I'andora's box of Slavery was again opened by what I
|

conceive to be an unjustifial)le attempt to force Slavery
Into Kansas by a repeal of the Missouri Compromise, and
the floods of evils now swelling and threatening to over-
throw the Constitution, and sweep away the foundation
of the Government itself, and deluge this land with fra-

ternal blood, may all be tracn 'o this unfortunate act.

Whatever might have been ire motive, few acta have
ever been so barren of good, and so fruitful of eviL

EDWARD Everett's opinions on slavery.

The following is an extract of a speech of
Mr. Everett, delivered in the House of Represen-
tatives, March 9, 1826. (See Benton's Abridg-
ment of Congressional Debates, vol. 8, page

111.)

Having touched upon this point, I ought, perhaps, to

add that, if there are any members in this House of that
class of politicians to whom the gentleman from North
Carolina (Mi\ Saunders) alluded, as having the disposition,

though not the power, to disturb the compromise contained
in the Constitution on this point, I am not of the number.
Neither am I one of those citizens of the North, to whom
aoother honorable gentleman referred, in a publication to

which his name was subscribed, who would think it im-
moral and irreUgious to join in putting down a servile in-

surrection at the South: I am no soldier, sir ; my habits

and education are very unmilitary, but there is no cause
in which I would sooner buckle a knapsack to my back,
and put a musket on my shoulder, than that. I would
cede the whole continent to any one who would take it

—

to England, to France, to Spain ; I would see it sunk in

the bottom of the ocean befoi-e I would see any part of

this fair America converted into a continental Hayti, by
that awful process of bloodshed and desolation, by which
alone such a catastrophe could be brought on. The great
relation of servitude, in some form or other, with greater
or less departure from the theoretic equality of man, is

inseparable from our nature. I know of no way by which
the form cf this servitude shall be fixed, but political insti-

tution. Domestic Slavery— though, I confess, not that
form of servitude which seems to be the most beneficial to

the master—certainly not that which is most beneficial to

tie servant—is not, in my judgment, to be set down as an
Immoral and irreligious relation. I cannot admit that re-

Jigion has but one voice to the slave, and that this voice
is, " Rise against your Master." No, sir ; the New Testa-
ment says, " Slaves, obey your Masters ;" and, though I

know full well that, in the benignant operation of Cliris-

tlanity, which gathered master and slave around the same
communion-table, this unfortunate institution disappeared
in Europe, yet 1 cannot admit that, while it subsists, and
where it subsists, its duties are not presupposed and sanc-
tioned by religion. I certainly am not called upon to

meet the charges brought against this institution, yet truth

obliges me to say a word more on the suliject. I know
the conilition of working classes in otlier countries ; I am
intimately ac({uainted with it in some other countries, and
I have no hesitation in saying that I believe the slaves in

this country are better clothed and fed, and less hardly
worked, than the peasantry of some of the most prosper-
ous States of the continent of Europe. Consider the
checks on population. What keeps population down?
Poverty, want, starvation, disease, and all the ills of life

;

it is these that check population all over the world. Now,
the slave population of the United States increases faster

than the white, masters included. What is the inference

as to the physical condition of the two classes of society ?

These are opinions I have long entertained, and long
Bince publicly professed on this subject, and which I here
repeat in answer to the intimations to which I have al-

ready alluded. But, sir, when Slavery comes to enter
into the Constitution as a political element—when it comes
to affect the distribution of power amongst the States of

the Union, that is a matter of agreement. If I make an
agreement on this subject, I will adhere to it like a man;
but I will protest against any inferences being made from
it like that which was made by the honorable mover of

these resolutions. I will protest against popularity, as
well as votes, being increased by the ratio of three-fifths

of the Slaves.

MR. Mitchell's views.

Mr. Mitchell, of Tennessee.—Sir, I do not go the length
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and hold that the
existence of Slavery ir. this country is almost a blessing.

On the contrary, I air, triuly settled in the opinion that it

is a great curse—one of the greatest evils ihat could havs
been interwoven into our s.vstora. I, Mr. Chairman, am
one of those whom these poor wretches call master ; I do
not task them ; I feed and clothe them well ; btat yet,

alas ! sir, they are slaves, and Slavery is a curse in any
shape. It is,' no doubt, true that there are persons in

Europe far more degraded than our slaves, worse fed,

worse clothed, etc. ; but, sir, this is far from proving that

negroes ought to be slaves.

John Randolph, of Virginia.—?ir, I envy neither the

head nor heart of that man from the North who rises here
to defend Slavery upon principle.

MR. CAMBRKLENG's VIEWS.

Churchill C. Cambreleng, of N. Y., (formerly of N. C.)

—The gentleman from Massachusetts has gone too far.

He has expressed opinions whicli ought not to escape with-

out animadversion. I heard them with equal surprise and
regret. I was astonished to hear him declare that Slavery

—domestic Slavery—say what you will, is a condition of
life, as well as any other, to be justified by morality, reli-

gion, and international law; and when at the close of his

opinion he solemnly declared that this was his confession

of faith, I lamented, sincerely lamented, that

" Star-eyed Science should have wandered there
To bring us back the message of despair."

If, sir, among the wild visions of German philosophy I

had ever reached conclusions like this ; if in the Aulse of

Gottingen I had ever persuaded myself to adopt a politi-

cal maxim so hostile to liberal institutions and the rights

of mankind, I would have locked it up forever in the dark-
est chambers of my mind. Or if my zeal had been too

ardent for ray discretion, this place, at least, should never
have been the theatre of my eloquence. No, sir, if such
had been ray doctrines I would have turned my back for-

ever on my native land. Following the course of "the
dark rolling Danube," and cutting my way across the
Euxine, I would have visited a well-known market of Con-
stantinople, and there preached my doctrine amidst the

rattling chains of the wretched captives. Nay, sir, I

would have gone from thence, and laid my forehead upon
the footstool of the Sultan, and besought him to set his

foot upon my neck, as the recreant citizen of a recreant
Republic.

EDWARD EVERK.TT ON GEOGRAPHICAL PARTIES.

But, sir, I am not prepared to admit that geographical
parties are the greatest evil this country has to fear.

I'arty of all kinds, in its excess, is certainly the bane of

our institutions ; and I wUl not take up the time of this

Committee by disputing which is most deleterious, arsenic

or laudanum.. It is enough that they are both fatal. The
e^•il of geographical parties is, that they tend to sever the

Union. The evil of domestic parties is, that they render
the Union not worth having. I remember the time, sir,

thouffh I was but a boy, when uiider the influence of do-

mestic parties, near neighbors did not speak ; when old

acquaintances glared at each other as they jiassed in the

streets ; when you might wreak on a man all the bitterness

of your personal and private enjiity, and grind him into

the dust, if you had the power, and say, he is a Democrat,
he is a Federalist ; he deserves it. Yes, sir, when party
spirit pursued its victim from the halls of legislation, from
the forum, from the market-place, to what should be the

sanctuary of the fireside, and filled hearts that would ha\ e

bled to spare each other a pang, with coldness and es-

trangement. Talk not to me of your geographical parties.

There does not live the man, 1 thank God, on earth, to-

ward whom 1 have an unkind emotion—one whose rights

I would invade, whose feelings I would wound. But if

there ever should be a man to whoi:i I should stand in

that miserable relation, I pray that mountains may rise,

that rivers may roll between us—that he miiy never cross

my path, nor I his, to turn the sweetness of human nature

into bitterness and gall in both our bosoms.

—

Speech in
the HouKB of Kej)rese7itatives, 1S26.

—

Benton's Dt-
buien, vol. 8, p. 713.

MR. EVE Rett's VIEWS in 1837 and 39.

Oct. 14th, 183Y, Hon. Wm. Jackson, of New-
ton, Mass., wrote to Mr. Everett a long letter

containing the following questions

:

Do justice, humanity, and sound policy, alike re-

quire that the slaves of this country should be emanci-

pated ?

Is it the right and duty of the citizens of the non-

slaveholding States to require of the General Govern-
ment the abolition of Slavery hi the District of Co-

lumbia?
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Is It just i>T safe, with regard to our foreign relations

and domestic coiupast, to admit Texas into the Union ?

MR. EVKKETT's reply.

Boston, Slst October, 1%'d.'.

Sir: I have duly received your communication of the

14th inst., in which you desire to be furnished with my
views on certain questions therein propounded. Under
other circumstances, I should deem it proper to preface

my answer with some preliminary remarks, but my en-

gagements at the present time compel me to reply as

concisely as possible.

In answer to the first question, I observe, that Slavery

being, by universal admission, a social, political, and
moral evil of the first magnitude, it is required by jus-

tice, humanity, and sound policy that the slaves should
be emancipated by those having constitutionally the
power to eflect that object, as soon as it can be done
peacefully, and in a manner to better the condition of

the emancipated. I believe tlie most considerate por-

tion of the people of the United States, in every quarter,

unite in this sentiment ; and you are aware that the
most eminent Southern names can be cited in its sup-
port.

In reply to the second question, I would remark, that
all the considerations in favor of emancipation in the
States, apply with equal force to the District of Co-
lumbia. Aly opinions on this subject are fully expressed
in the resolution adopted by the legislature last winter,

with a near approach to unanimity, in the following
terms :

" Resolved, That Congress having exclusive legis-

lation in the District of Columbia, possesses the right to

abolish Slavery in the said District, and that its exercise

should only be restrained by regard to the public
good."

I linow that the slave-trade is carried on to a shocking
extent in the District of Columbia. There is no part of
the South, where it is reputable to be engaged in this

traffic ; and no Southern State, I am persuaded, would
permit its existence in its own capital, as it exists at the
national capital. The South and the North ought to

unite in prohibiting it, by act of Congress—which is the
local legislature of the District. This has been loudly
called for, from the District itself. I have before me a
copy of a petition, couched in very strong language,
against both Slavery and the slave-trade in the District

of Columbia, whicli was presented to Congress in 1824,
signed by nearly seven hundred and fifty names of

citizens of Washington, several of whom were known to

me to be of the first consideration. I may observe in

this connection, that at the same session, I voted in the
negative on a motion to lay upon the table the petition

of the American Anti-Slavery Society for the abolition of
Slavery in the District of Columbia, and on two other
motions, intended, in like manner, to deprive this class

of petitions of a respectful reception and considera-
tion.

The last question propounded by you refers to the
annexation of Texas. It presents the subject of Sla-

very, in most of its bearings, in a new light. In the
States, its introduction was the result of a legislation

forced upon the colonies, and in many cases, in despite
of acts passed by their legislators, for the prohibition
of the slave-trade, and regulated by the crown. Its ex-
istence is recognized by the Constitution of the United
States. The rights of property gi'owing out of it are in
some degree protected by law in the non-slaveholding
States (see the opinion of Chief Justice Shaw in the
case of the Commonwealth vs. Aves—an opinion in the
doctrines and principles of which I fully concur) ; and
morality and reUgion frown on all attempts to put an
end to it by violence and bloodshed. But none of these
principles countenance a voluntary extension of Slavery

;

and as the question of annexing Texas is one of volun-
tary, and almost boundless extension, it presents the
subject, as I have said, in a new light. It has been offi-

cially stated by the Texan Envoy that the region so
called contains two hundred thousand square miles. In
otlier words, it might form twenty-five States as
large as Massachusetts. In this vast region. Slavery
was prohibited by Mexico ; it has been restored, and is

rapidly spreading itself under the new government

;

and no one denies, that if the independence of Texas is

sustained. Slavery will be indefinitely extended through-
out its ample borders.

The Executive Government of the United States has
promptly recognized this independence, and by so doing,
has discharged the whole duty that could be required by
the law of nations. "Whatever step we take toward an-
nexation is gratuitous. This whole subject has been so
ably discussed by Dr. Channing, in his recent letter to
Mr. Clay, that it would be superfluous to enlarge upon

it. I will only say, that if, at this moment, when an all-

iraportaut experiment is in train, to abolish Slavery by
peaceful and legal means in the British West Indies,
the United States, instead of imitating their example, or
even awaiting the result, should rush into a policy of
giving an indefinite extension to Slavery over a va*t
region incor[)oral,ed into their Union, we should stand
condemned before the civilized world. It would be vain
to expect to gain credit for any further professions of a
willingness to be rid of Slavery as soon as possible. No
extenuation of its existence, on the ground of its having
been forced upon the country in its colonial state, would
any longer avail us. It would be thought, and thought
justly, that lust of power and lust of gold had made ug
deaf to the voice of humanity and justice. We should
be self-convicted of the enormous crime of having vo-
luntarily given the greatest possible enlargement to an
evil, which, in concert with the rest of mankind, we
had affected to deplore, and that at a time when the
public sentiment of the civilized world, more than at
any former period, is aroused to its magnitude.
There are other objections to the measure drawn from

its bearing on our foreign relations; but it is unneces-
sary to discuss them.

I am, sir, respectfully.

Your obedient servant,
Edward Evehett.

Hon. William Jackson,

In 1889, the following question.? were put to

Mr. Everett by Hon. A. Borden, of Massichu-
setts

:

1. Are you in favor of immediate abolition by law of

Slavery in the District of Columbia and of the slave traffic

between the States of this Union ?

2. Are you opposed to the admission into the Union of

any new States the constitutions of which tolerate domes-
tic Slavery ?

The following was Mr. Everett's reply :

Washington, Oct 24, 1839.

Dear Sir : On Saturday last I only received your let-

ter of the 18th, propounding to me certain interrogato
ries, and earnestly requesting an early answer. You are
aware that several resolves on the subject of these in-

quiries and their kindred topics, accompanied by a re-

port, were introduced into the Senate of the Common-
wealth, year before last, by a joint committee of the two
houses, of which the lamented Mr. Alvord was chaij--

man.
Those resolves, after having been somewhat enlarged bj

amendment, were adopted by the legislature. They ap-
pear to cover the whole ground of your two interroga-

tories. Having cheerfully coiiperated in the passage of

the resolves, and concurring in the general reasoning by
which they are sustained in the powerful report of the
chairman of the committee, I respond to both your in-

quiries in the affirmative.

The first of the three subjects in your inquiry is the
only one of them which came before Congress while I

was a member. I voted in the negative on the motion
to lay upon the table the petition of the American Anti-
Slavery Society for the aboUtion of Slavery in the Dis-

trict of Columbia, and on other motions of the like char-
acter introduced to cast off the consideration of this class

of petitions.

I am, dear sir, very respectfully, your friend and ser-

vant.
Edward Evkrktt.

Hon. Nathaniel A. Borden.

The " several resolves " to which Mr. Everett
refers in the above letter, in the passage of

which he " cheerfully cooperated," as Governor
of Massachusetts, are as follows:

Resolved. That Congress has, by the Constitution,

power to abolish Slavery and the slave-trade in the Dis-

trict of Columbia, and that there is nothing in the terms
or circumstances of the acts of cession liy Virginia and
Maryland, or otherwise, enforcing any legal or moral
restraint on its existence.

liesolved, That Congress ought to take measures to

effect the abolition nf Slavery in the District of Coluuibia.

He^olved, That the rights of humanity, the claims of
justice, and the common good aUke, demand the sup- A
pression by Congress of the slave-trade carried on in

and through the District of Columbia.
Resolved, That Congress has, by the Constitution,

power to abolish Slavery in the Territories of the United
States.
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[For later views of Mr. Everett, see his letter I

accepting the nomination for the Viee-Presi-

1

dency in ISGO.]
j

ABRAHAM LINCOLN ON THOMAS JEFFERSON.

Mr. Lincoln having been invited by the Re-
pnbUcans of Boston, to attend a Festival in

honor of the anniversary of Jefferson's birthday,

on the 13th of April, 1859, replied as follows

:

Sprcnqfield, 111., April 6, 1S59.

Gentlemen : Your kind note, inviting me to attend a
festival in Boston, on tlie 13th inst., in honor of the birth-

day of Thomas Jefferson, was duly received. My engage-
ments are such that I cannot attend. Bearing in mind
that about seventy years ago two great political parties
were first formed in this country ; that Thomas Jefferson
was the head of one of them and Boston the headquarters
of the other, it is both curiolis and interesting that those
supposed to descend politically from the party opposed
to Jefferson, should now be celebrating his birthday in
their own original seat of empire, while those claiming
political descent from him have nearly ceased to breathe
his name everywhere.
Remembering, too, that the Jefferson party was formed

upon its supposed superior devotion to the personal
rights of men, holding the rights of property to be
secondary only, and greatly inferior ; and then assum-
ing that the so-called Democracy of to-day are the Jeffer-

son, and their opponents tlie anti-Jefferson parties, it

will be equally interesting to note how completely the
two have changed ground as to the principle upon which
they were originally supposed to be divided.
The Democracy of to-day hold the liberty of one man

to be absolutely nothing, when in conflict with another
man's right ofproperty. Republicans, on the contrary,
are both for the man and the dollar, but in case of con-
flict the man before the dollar.

I remember being once much amused at seeing two
partially intoxicated men engaged in a fight with their

^eat-coats on, which fight, after a long and rather harm-
less contest, ended in each having fought himself out of
his own coat and into that of the other. If the two
leading parties of this day are really identical with the
two in the days of Jefferson and Adams, they have per-
formed the same feat as the two drunken men.
But soberly, it is now no child's play to save the prin-

ciples of Jefferson from total overtln-ow in this nation.

One would state with great confidence that he could
convince any sane child that the simpler propositions of
Euclid are true ; but nevertheless, he would fail, with one
who should deny the definitions and axioms. The prin-
ciples of Jefferson are the definitions and axioms of free
society. And - yet they are denied and evaded, with no
small show of success. One dashingly calls them " glit-

tering generalities." Another bluntly styles thetn " self-

evident lies." And others insidiously argue that they
api'ly only to ' superior races."

Tiiese expressions, differing in form, are identical in

object and effect—the supplanting the principles of free

government, aud restoring those of classification, caste,
and legitimacy. They would delight a convocation of

crowned heads plotting against the people. They are
the vanguard, the sappers and miners, of returning
despotism. We must repulse them, or they will subju-
gate us.

This is a world of compensations ; and he who would
te no slave must consent to have no slave. Those who
deny freedom to others deserve it not for themselves

;

and, under a just God, cannot long retain it.

All honor to Jefferson—to the man who, in the concrete
pressure of a struggle for national independence by a
single people, had the coolness, forecast, and capacity, to

introduce into a merely revolutionary document an ab-
stract truth, applicable to all men and all times, and so
to embalm it there, thai to-day and in all coming days it

shall be a rebuke and a stumbling-block to the harbin-
gers of reappearing tyranny and oppression.

Your obedient servant, A. Lincoln.
Messrs. H. L. Piercb, and others, etc.

ABRAHAM LINCOLN- ON NATURALIZATION.

Springfield, May I7, 1S59.

Dr. Theodor Canisius :

Dear Sir—Your letter, in which you inquire on your
own account, and in behalf of certain other German cUi-

eens, whether I approve or oppose the constitutional pro-

vision in relation to naturalized citizens which was lat.ely

enacted in Massaclmsetts, and whether I favor or oppoao

a fusion of the Republicans with the other Opposition ele-

ments in the campaign of 1S60, has been received.

Massachusetts is a sovereign and independent State, and
I have no right to advise her in her policy. Yet, if any
one is desirous to draw a conclusion as to what I would
do, from what she has done, I may speak without impro-
priety. I say, then, that so far as I understand the Mas-
sachusetts provision, I am against its adoption, not only
in Illinois, but in every other place in which I have the
right to oppose it. As I understand the spirit of our in-

stitutions, it is designed to promote the elevation of men.
I am, therefore, hostile to anything that tends- to their de-
basement.

It is well known that I deplore the oppressed condilaon
of the blacks ; and it would, therefore, be very inconsistent

for me to look with approval upon any measures that in-

fringes upon the inalienable rights of widte men, whether
or not they are born in another land, or speak a different

language from my own.
In respect to a fusion, I am in favor of it whenever it

can be effected on Republican principles, but upon no
other condition. A fusion upon any other platform
would be as insane as unprincipled. It would thereby
lose the whole North, while the common enemy would
still have the support of the entire South. The question
in relation to men is different. There are good and patri-

otic men and able statesmen in the South, whom I would
willingly support if they would place themselves on Re-
publican ground ; but I shall oppose the lowering of the
Republican standard even by a hair^a breadth.

I have written in haste, but I believe that I have an-
swered your questions substantially.

Respectfully yours,
Abraham Lincoln.

NEW-YORK FOR THE WILMOT PROVISO.

In January, 1847, Col. Samnel Young intro-

duced the following resolve into the New-York
State Senate, and on the 27th of that month it

was adopted by a vote of 22 to 6 :

Re/toVeed, That if'any Territory is hereafter acquired
by the United States, or annexed thereto, the aC by which
such Territory is acquired or annexed, whatever such act
may be, should contain an unalterable, fundamental ar-
ticle or provision whereby Slavery or involuntary servi-

tude, except as a punishment for crime, shall be forevei

excluded from the Territory acquired or annexed.

This resolve subsequently passed the Assembly
by a vote which was almost unanimous.

NEW-YORK FOR FREEDOM IN 1858.

The following preamble and resolutions were
adopted by the Assembly of the State of New-
York on the 10th day of January, 1848, by a

vote of 108 to 5, and by the Senate, a few days
later, by a majority nearly as emphatic as that

of the Assembly

:

Whereas; The President of the United States, in his

last annual message, has recommended the establishment
by Congress of territorial government over the conquered
provinces of New Mexico, and the Oalifornias, and the
retention thereof as an indemnity, in which said Terri-
tories the institution of Slavery does not now exist,

therefore

Resolved (if the Senate concur), That our Senators in
Congress be instructed, and our Representatives re-
quested, to use their best efforts to insert, into any act or
ordinance, establishing any or all such provision;il or ter

ritorial government or governments, a lundamenial
article or provision, which shall provide, declare, and
guiiranty, that Slavery or involuntary servitude, except
as a punishment for crime, whereof the party shall have
been first duly convicted, shall be prohibited therein, s>)

long as the same sliall remain a Territory.

Resolved, That the President cf the Senate, and the

Speaker of the Ast^emljly, be requt ted to transmit a copy
of the foregoing resoluiions and preamble to each of me
said Senators and Representatives.

NEW-YORK AGAIN FOR FRKK TKRRITORIES IN 1849.

The following preainbli; and resolves were in-

troduced into the New-York Senate on the 2d

of January, 1819, passed tliat body by a uiiaiii-

inous vote on the 4th, and were concurred it
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by the Assembly two days later, on the 6th of

January

:

W7i,6reas, The people of the State of New-Mexico
have petitioned Congress for the establishment of a Ter-

ritorial Government which shall protect them against the

institution of domestic Slavery while they remain a ter-

ritory of the UnitedStates, and have also petitioned Con-
gress for protection against the unfounded claims of the

State of Texas to a large portion of their territory lying

east of the Kio Orande ; and, whereas, it would be un-

just to the people of New-Mexico and California, and
revolting to the spirit of the age, to .permit domestic
Slavery—an institution from which they are now free-
to be introduced among them ; and, whereas, since the
acquisition of New Mexicu by the United States the peo-
ple thereof have a right to expect the protection of the

General Government, and should be secured in the full

possession and enjoyment of their Territory : therefore

Resolve-cl, That our Senators and Representatives in

Congress be requested to use their best efforts to procure
the passage of laws for the establishment of govern-
ments for the Territories acquired by the treaty of peace
with Mexico, and that by such laws involuntary servi-

tude, except for crime, be excluded from such Terri-

tories.

Besolved, That the territory lying between the Nue-
ces and the Rio Grande is the common property of
the United States, and that our Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress be requested to use their best efforts to

preserve the same as such common property, and protect
it from the unfounded claim of the State of Texas, and
prohibit the extension over it of the laws of Texas, or the
institution of domestic Slavery.
Uesolved, That the existence of prisons for the con-

finement and marts for the sale of slaves, at the seat of
the National Government, is viewed by this legislature

with deep regret and mortification ; that such prisons and
marts ought forthwith to be abolished ; therefore be it

further
Uesolved, That our Senators and Representatives in

Congress be requested to use their strenuous efforts to

procure the passage of a law that shall protect slaves
from unjust imprisonment, and shall effectually put an
end to the slave-trade in the District of Columbia.
Rtiiolned, That the Governor be requested to forward

copies of the preceding resolutions to each Senator and
Kepresentative in Congress from this State.

MR. DIX FOR SLAVERY PROHIBITION.

These resolutions were presented in the U. S.

Senate by the Hon. John A. Dix (now, I860,)
Postmaster of New-York, and defended by him
in an elaborate and able speech. On the first

resolution, he said

:

This resolution was in sentiment, if not in words,
identical with those which have been passed by fifteen
of the thirty States of the Union. With a single excep-
tion, all the non-slaveholding and one of the slaveholding
States have declared themselves opposed to the exten-
sion of Slavery into territory now free. Sir, I fully con-
cur in the propriety of this declaration. I believe that
Congress has the power to prohibit Slavery in California
and New Mexico ; that it is our duty to exercise the
power, and that it should be exercised now. I am
always for acting when the proper time for action has
come. I am utterly opposed to any course which shall
cast upon others the responsibility which belongs to our-
selves. The resolution looks to the exclusion of Slavery
from New Mexico and California during their territorial
condition only. It does not loolj beyond that condition
with a view to control the people when they shall have
come into the Union. It contemplates no invasion of
State sovereignty. In this view of the subject, one of the
New-Yorl£ presses which has resisted all interference with
Slavery, even in the Territories, pronounced these resolu-
tions conciUatory in their character. I do not know that
I should call them either conciliatory or the reverse.
They take firmly the ground that New-York has always
taken, that Slavery shall by no act of hers be further ex-
tended. She believes it to be the ground of principle, of
justice, and of right and I do not hesitate to say she will
never abandon it—never, never.

THE NEW-YORK WHIGS FOR FREEDOM IN 18J:7.

At the Whig State Convention held at Syra-
cuse, October 6, 1847, the Hon. James Brooks
reported a brief address to the Whigs of the
State, which was unanimously adopted. The

following are extracts from the address then
adopted

:

Fellow-Citizens : Hitherto when we have assembled In
Convention, there were well known and well recognized
bounds to our country, but now that the spirit of con-
quest has been let loose, who can tell where is his coun-
try, whether on tlie Kio Grande, the Sierra Nevada, the
Rio Gila or the Gulf of California, or whether part Span-
ish, much Indian, and some Negro, Santa Kuan or Cali
fornian may not be as good an American citizen as him-
self? Our flag is borne, witli fixed bayonets to surround
it, and unmuzzled grape-shot to clear the way, in the
conquering footsteps of Cortes—by the ba.se of the snowy
peaks of Popocatapetl, to the Ktemal city of the
Aztecs— and Mexicans of every color, and every breed,
sprung from commingling Moor and straiglit-haired Afri-
can, as well as from Casl^ile and Leon, are made Ameri-
can citizens, or prepared for being made so, by the gen-
tle logic of red-mouthed artillery, thundering from the
bristling heights of Cerro Gordo to the bloodv plains of
Contreras and Churubusco. Wherever tliat flag is, with
its stars and stripes, the emblem of our Nationality,
there our hearts are ; but woe ! woe ! to the men, we cry',

who have dispatched it upon its mission of Conquest!
and what is yet worse, the conversion of a Free into a
Slaveholding Territory.

Fellow-citizens, disguise the Mexican war as sophistry
may, the great truth cannot be put down, that it exists
because of the annexation of Texas ; that from such a
cause we predicted such a consequence would follow

:

and that, but for that cause, no war would have existed
at all. Disguise its intent, purposes and consequences
as sophistry may struggle to do, the further great truth
cannot be hidden, that its main object is the conquest of
a Market for Slaves, and that tlie flag our victorious
legions rally around, figlit under, and fall for, is to be
desecrated from its holy character of Liberty and Eman-
cipation into an errant of Bondage and Slavery. In
obedience to the laws, and in a due and fnithful submis-
sion to the regularly constituted government of our
country, we will rally by and defend our flag on what-
ever soil or whatever sea it is unfurled ; but before high
Heaven we protest against the mission on which it is

sent, and we demand its recall to the true and proper
bounds of our country, as soon as in honor it can be
brought home. We protest, too, in the name of the rights
of Man, and of Liberty, against the further extension of
Slavery in North America. The curse which our mother
country inflicted upon us, in spite of our fathers' remon-
strances, we demand shall never blight the virgin soil of
the North Pacific We will not pour out the
blood of our countrymen, if we can help it, to turn a J^reo
into a Slave soil. We will not spend from fifty to a
hundred millions of dollars per year to make a Slave
Market for any portion of our countrymen. We will
never, for such a purpose, consent to run up an untold
National debt, and saddle our posterity with Fund-
mongers, Tax-Brokers, Tax-gatherers, laying an excise or
an impost on everything they taste, touch or live by.
The Union as it is, the whole Union, and nothing but the
Union, we will stand by to the last—butiVb More Terri-
tory is our watch-wurd, unless it be Free.

RESOLVES.

Among the Resolutions unanimously adopted
by this Convention was the following :

Uesolved, That while the Whig Freemen of New-York,
represented in this Convention, will faithfully adiiere to
all the compromises of the Constit^ition, and jealously
maintain all the reserved rights of the States, tbey
declare—since the crisis has arrived when the question
must be met—their uncompromising hostility to the Ex-
tension of Slavery into any Territory now Free, or which
may be hereafter acquired by any action of the Govern-
ment of our Union.

FREE DEMOCRACY OF NEW-YORK CITY AGAINST
SLAVERY EXTENSIO.V.

At a Free Democratic Meeting held in the
Park at New-York, October 9, 1848, at which
Henry Everson presided, and S. J. Tilden, John
Van BurcLi, and John Cochrane spoke, Mr.
Cochrane introduced the following Resolves,
which were adopted :

Uesolved, That the politics of the times indicate pre-
cisely to whom remain the principles of the Democracy

;

that the absence from the field of discussion of the finan-
cial and commercial questions which formerly defined
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political differences, permits that other party tests than
those which, even if demanding attention, still as but
questions of expediency, should be, as they have been,
postponed to tlie consideration of that one of vital im-
portance, the freedom of oilr land.
Resolred, that we thinlt contemptuously of the mind

which discovers i« the extension of the area of Freedom
cause for the degradation of the South. Could nature so
belie herself that the preservation of their " iDalienabfe
rights" to any portion of manliind, must be attended by
proportionate violation of those of any other portion, we
Bay, perish those rights dependent on the Slaveiy of
others, ratlier than one tittle of those be injured that arj
consistent with the rights of all; that our Constitutilm
and our federal history speak to us through the voices of
the Jeffersons, the Pinckneys, the Lees, and tlie Ran-
dolphs of the South, against this miserable, false pre-
tense. It is not so ! The success of .the free principles
for which we contend, will reestablish the lost equality of
the States— lost in the insidioua increase of the Slave
States from six, their original and constitutional number,
to fifteen, the present aggressive and unconstitutional
number—lost in the twenty-one voices and votes which
Southern ohiattel slaves possess among the representa-
tives of a free people at Washington—lost in the limited
wealth, in the low intelligence, and in the inferior civili-

zation of the South. .We would restore this lost equality,
and, so far from degradingrany portion of the Union, we
mean to elevate the whole to the possession of that Free-
dom which alone should be the National characteristic.
Resolved, That our senses reject the audacious asser-

tion that the Extension of Slave Territory at the South
will abate the evil at the North. Aside from^ the ah-
Burdity which it involves, that an evil declines in propor-
tioti to and expires with the substance which it procures,
experience has taught, and the history of tlje " Pecu-
liar Institution" itself manifests, that the slaveowner
of the " Old Dominion" breed? an increasing gang, and
amasses an accumulating hoard, just as thedemand for
slaves increases with the diffusion of Slavery over free
territory at the South. In the yearlT90, when Alabama,
Mississippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Tennessee,
Kentucky, and Florida, were free soil, the'slave popula-
tion was 697,896, In the year 1840, when Slavery had
spread over tills free soil, it nlfmbered 2,487,355, being an
increase in fift^'-years of 1,787,457 slaves. The ext.pnsion
of Slaveiy to new territory, instead of abating the evil
in Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, end Missouri, where it

numbered in the year 1810, 590,000 slaves, has multiplied
them to 775,000, in the year 1840, sho^ving an'increase
in thirty years of 185,000 slaves. The existence of
Slavery depends on its diffusion.

GRKENE C. BRONSON's OPINION IN 1848.

In a letter dated July 15th, 1848, Mr. Bron-
son, after decliaing an invitation to attend a
political meeting, says

:

Slavery cannot exist where there is no positive law to
uphold it. It is not necessary that it should be forbidden

;

it is enuugh that it is not specially authorized. If the
owner of slaves removes with or sends theai into any
country. State or Territory, where Slavery does not exist
by law, they will from that moment become free men, and
will have as good a right to command the master, as he
will have to command them. State laws have no extra-
territorial authority ; and- a law of Virginia which makes
a man a slave there, cannot make him a slave'ln New-
York, nor beyond the Rocky Mountains.

Entertaining no doubt upon that question, I can see no
occasion for asking Congress to legislate agj),inst the ex-
tension of Slavery into free territory, and, as a question
of policy, I think it had better be let alone. If our South-
ern brethren wish to carry their slaves to Oregop, New-
Mexico or California, they will be under the necessity of
asking a law to warrant it ; and it will then be in time for
the Free States to resist the measure, as I cannot doubt
they would, with unwavering firmness.

1 would not needlessly move lliisiquestion, as it is one
of an exciting nature, which tends to sectional division,
and may do us harm as a people. I would leave it to t+ie

Slaveholding States to decide for themselves, and on their
own responsibility, when, if ever, the matter shall be
agitated in Congress. It may be that they will act
wisely, and never move at all ; especially as it seems
pretty generally agreed that neither Oregon, New-Mexico,
nor California, are well adapted to slave labor. But if

our Southern brethren should make the question, we shall

have no choice but to meet it ; and then, whatever conse-
quences may follow, I trust the people of the Free 8tate<
will give a united voice against allowing Slavery on a

single *oot of soil where it is not now anthoriKd bj
law.

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
Gbkenk C. Bkossox.

To Messrs. J. Cocdrasb, anl others, Committee.

NKW-HAMPSHIRE FOR THE WILMOT PROVISO.

The legislature (then Democratic) of New
Hampshire, in June, 1847, passed the followinj
resolution: ,

'

Resolved-, That in all tTrritory which shaTl hen after h«
added to or iicquired by the United States, where .'•lavery

does not exis.t at the time of such addition,or acquirement,
neither Slavery or ifivoluntary servitude, except tor Jhe
punishment of crime, whereof the party has -been duly
convicted, ought ever to exit-t, but the same should ever
remain free; and we are opposed to the extension of
Slavery over every such Territory—and that we al^fo

approve the vote of our Senators and Representatives in
Congress in favor.of the Wilinot Proviso.

OHIO FOR FREE SOIi.

In the Ohio House of Representatives (session

of 1847^8) the following*resolution' was paased
Jjy a vote of 43 to 12 :

Resolved, By the General A3=embly of the State of
Ohio, tliat the Senators and K>preseiitativesfrom this

State in the Congress of the UniteiT States be and they are
hereby requested, to procure fhe passage of measures in

the Nutiohal Legislature, providing for the exclusion of
Slavery from the Territory of Oregon, and-also from any
other Territory that now is, or hereafter may be, anti^ed
to the United States.

ILLINOIS. FOR FREE SOIL.

The following Resolutions wereadoptea by
the Senate of Illinois on the 8th of January,
1849-, and the House of Representatives on the

following day. .The Legislature was largely

Democratic in both branches 'at the time :

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Illinois, the
Jlouse of Reprenentatives concu)Ting, That our Sena-
tors in Congress be instructed, and our Representatives
requested, to use all honorable means in their power to

p oou e the enactment of such laws by Congress for the
government of the countries and territories at the United
States acquired by the treaty of peace, friendship, limit;)

and settlement with -ihe Republic of Mexico, concluded
February 2, 1848, as shall contain-the ex-press declara-
tion " that there shall he neither Slavery nor involuii.-

tary serviticde in. said territories otherwise. than in

the punishment of crimes whereof the party\shall have
been duly convicted."
Resolved by the House of Representatives, ti^e Senate

concurring herein. That the Governor be respectfully
requested to transmit to each of our Senators and Rep-
resentatives in Congress a copy of the joint resolution of
the Senate, concurred in by the House on the 9fh' inst.,

for the exclusion of Slavery from the new territories ac-

quired by our late treaty with the Republic of Mexico.

SOUTH CAROLINA FOR THE FOBEIGN SLATE-TRADE.

In the annual message of Governor Adams,
of South Carolina, for the year 1856, he pro-

ceeded to argue in favor of the reopening of

the slave-trade, as follows :

It is apprehended that tEe opening of this trade will

lessen the value of slaves, and ultimately destroy the
institution. It is a sulEcient answer to point to the fact

that unrestricted immigration has not diminished the
value of labor in the northwestern Confederacy. The cry
there is the want of labor, notwithstanding capital has the
pauperism of the old world to press into the grinding ser-

vice. If we cannot supply the demand for slave labor, then
we must expect to supply with a species of labor we do
not want, and which is, from the very nature of things,

antagonistic to our institutions. It is much better that

our drays should be driven by slaves, that our factories

should be worked by slaves, that our hotels should be
served by slaves, that our locomotives should be managed
by slaves, than that we should be exposed to the introduc-

tion from any quarter of a population alien to us by birth,

training, and education, and which in the process of time

must lead to the conflict between capital and labor, which
makes it so difficult to maintain free institutions in all

wealthy and civilized nations where such institutions as
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ours do not exist. In all slaveholding States true policy
dictates that tlie suparior race sliould direct, itid tlie

inferior perform all menial service. Competition between
the white and hlack man for this service may not disturb
Northern sensibility, but does not exactly suit our latitude.

Irrespective, however, of interest, the act of Congress
declaring tlie slave-trade piracy is a brand upon us which
I think it important to remove. If the trade be piracy, the
slaves must be plunder, and no ingenuity can avoid the
logical necessity of such a conclusion. My hopes and
fortunes are indissolubly associated with this form of
society. I 'feel that I would" be wanting in duty if I did
not urge you to withdraw your assent to an act which is

itself a direct condemnation of your institutions. But we
hav& interests to enforce a course"of self-respect. I be-
lieve, as I have already stated, that more slaves are

necessary to a oontlnuance of our mo>>»pol/ 1b plantation
products. I believe that they are jec«:«8ary to the tuZ
development of our whole round of agricultural and ine-
chiinical re3ource,H; that they are necessary to the resto-
ration of the South to an fjnuality of power in the Fede-
ral Governiiicnt, perhaps to the very Integrity of elave
society, disturbed as it has been by causes which have
introduced an undue proportion of the ruling race. To un
have been committed the fortunes of this peculiar form of
society resulting from the union of uneijual races. It ha»
vindicated its claim to the approbation of an enlightened
humanity ; "it has civilized and christianhied the African

;

-it has e.xalted the white race to higher hopes and purposes,
and it i* perhaps of the most sacred obligation that we
should give it the means of expansion, and that we should
press it forward to a perpetuity of progress.

MR. HAMLIN KEISTOUKCES THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY.
On the 12th of Juae, 1856, Mr. Hamlia rose

in his place ia the Senate, and-spoke as follows"':

Mr-. Hamlin.—Mr. President, I rise for a purpose purely
personal,-such as I have never before risen for in tlie

Senate. I desire to explain some matters personal to,

myself and to my own future course in public lifer-

Several Senators.—Go on.

^Mr. Hamlin.—I ask the Senate to excuse me from further
service as Chairman of the Committee on Commerce. I

do so because I feel that my relations hereafter will be
of such a character as tq render it proper that I should
no longer hold that position. I owe this act to the domi-
nant majority in the Senate. When I cease to harmonize
with the niiijority, or tests are applied by that parly with
which I have acted to which I cannot submit, I feel tliat

1 ought no longer to hold that respectaljle position. I

propose to state bri(jfly the reasons which have brought
me to that conclusion. .

During nine years of service in the Senate, i have pre-
ferred rather to be a working than a talking member ; and
sol have been almost a silent one. On tlie subjects which
have so much agitated the country, Senators know that
I have rarely uttered a word. I love my country more
than I \oi(^ ipy party. I love ray country above- ray love
for any interest that can too deeply agitate or disturb its

harmony. I saw, in all the exciy.ng scenes and debates
tlirough which we have passed; no particular good thiit

would result from my active intermingling in tliem. My
heart has often been full, and the impulses of that heart
haveofcen been felt upon my lips ; but I have repressed
them th4re.

Sir, I hold thatthe repeal of the Missouri Compromise
was a gross moral and political wrong, unequaled in the
annals of the legislation of this country, and hardly
equaled in the annals of any other free country. Still,

sir, with a desirij to promote harmony and concord and
brotlieiiy feeling, I was a quiet man under all the excit-
ing debates which led to that fatal result. I believed it

wrong then ; I can .see that wrong lying broadcast all

around us now. As. a wrong, I opposed that measure

—

not, indeed, by ray voice, but with consistent and steady
and uniforra voles. I so resisted it in obedience to the
dictates of my owii judgment. I did it also cheerfully,
In.corapllance with the instructions of the legislature of
Maine, which were passed by a vote almost unanimous.
Ill the House of Representatives of Maine, consisting of
one hundred and fifty-one merabers, only six, I think,
dissented ; and in the Senate, consisting of thirty-one
members, only one member non-concurred.
But the Missouri rtjstriction was abrogated. The por-

tentous evils that were predicted have followed, and are
yet following, along in its' train. It was done, sir, in
violation of the pledges of that party with which I have
always acted, and with which I have always voted. It
was done in violation of solemn pledges of the President
of the United States, made in his Inaugural Address.
Still, sir, I was disposed to suffer the wrong, while I should
see that no evil results were flowing from it. "We were
told, by almost every Senator who addressed us upon
that occasion, »hat no evil results would follow; that no
practical difference in the settlement of the country, and
in the character of the future State, would take'place,
whether the act were done or not. I have waited calmly
and patiently to see the fulfillment gf that prediction;
and I am grieved, sir, to say now that they have at least
been mistaken in tlieir predictions and promises. They
Iiave all signally failed.

14

That Senators mighfhave voted for that measure under
the belief then expressed afld the predictions to which I
have alluded, I can well understand. But how Senato-s
can now defend that measure aniid all its evils, which are
overwhelming the land, if not thieatening it with a con-
flagration, is what I do not comprehend. The whole of
the "disturbed state of the country has its .rise in, and ;s

attributable to that act alone—nothing eUe. It lies at
the foundatigin of all our misfortunes and commotions.
There would have.been no incursions by Missouri border-
ers into Kansas, either to establish Slavery, or to control
elections. There would have been no necessity, either,
for others to have gone there partially to aid in preserv-
ing the country in its then condition. All would have
been peace there.- Had it not been done, that re-
pose and quiet which pervaded the public mind then,
would hold it in tranquillity to-day. Instead of startling
events we should have quiet and peace within our bor-
ders, and that fraternal fgeling whict* ought to animate
the citizens of every part of the Union toward those of
all ot.tter sections.

Sir, the events thjvt are taking" place around us are
indeed startling. They challenge the public mind and
appeal- to the public judgment ; they thrill the public
nerve-as electrity imparts a tremu-lous motion to the tele-
graphic Wire. It is a period when all good men should
unite in applying the proper remedy to secure peace and
harmony to the country. Is this to be done by any of us,
by remaining associated with those who have been instru-
fliental in producing these results, and who now justify
them? I do not see my duty lying m that direction.

I have, while temporarily acquiescing, stated here and
at honte, everywhere, uniformly, that when the test of
those measures was applied to me as one of party fidelity,

I would sunder them as flax is sundered at the touch of
fire. I do it now.
The occasion involves a q^uestion of moral duty ; and

self-respect allows me no other line of duty but to follow
the dictates of my own judgment and the impulses of my
own heart. A just man may cheerfully submit to many
enforced liumiliatinns;, but a self-degraded man has
ceased to be worthy to be deemed a man at all.

Sir, what has the recent democratic Convention at
Cincinnati done ? It has indorsed the measure I havo
condemned, and has sanctioned itsdestructTve a-nd rtrin-

ous effects. It has done more—vastly more. That prin-
ciple or pojicy of Territorial Sovereignty which once had,
and which! suppose now has, its advocates within these
walls, is stricken down ; and there is an absolute denial
of it in the resolutions of the Convention, if I can draw
right conclusions— a denial equally to Congress, and even
to the people of the Territories, of the right to settle the
question of Slavery therein. On the contrary, the Con-
vention has actually incorporated into tho platform of
the Democratic p^f'ty that doctrine which, only a few
years ago, met nothing but ridicule and contempt here
and elsewhere, namely : that the flag of the Federal
Union,'under the Constitution of the United States, car-
ries Slavery wherever it floats. If this baieful principle
be true, then that National Ode which inspires us always
as on a battle-field, should be re-written by Drake> and
should read thus

:

" Forever float that standard sheet

;

Where breathes the foe but falls before us,

With Slnneri/s soil beneath our feet.

And Slavery's banner streaming o'er us ?"

Now, sir, what is the precise condition in which this

siatter is left by the Ciociaaati Conveution ? I do not
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design to trespass many moments on the Senate ; but al-

low me to read and offer a very few comments upon
some portions of the Democratic platform. The first re-
solution that treats upon the subject is in these words

—

I read just so much of it as is applicable to my present
remarks

:

"That Congress has no power under the Constitution to in-
terfere with or control the domestic institutions of the several
States, and that all such States are the sole and proper judges
of everything appertaining to their own affairs not prohibited
by the ConstUution."

I take it that this language, thus far, ia language which
meets a willing and ready response from every Senator
here—certainly it does from me. But iu the following
resolution I find these words

:

" Besolred, That the foregoing proposition covers, and was
intended to embrace, the whole subject of Slavery agitatioa
iu Congress.^'

The first resolution which I read was adopted years
ago in Democratic Conventions. The second resolution
which I read was adopted in subsequent years, when a
different state of things had arisen, and it became neces-
sary to apply an abstract proposition relating to the
States, to the Territories. Hence the adoption of the Ian-,

guage contained in the second Resolution which I have
read.
Now, sir, I deny the position thus assumed by the Cin-

cinnati Convention. In the language of the Senator from
Kentucky (Mr. Crittenden), so ably and so appropriately
used on Tuesday last, I hold that the entire and unquali-
fied sovereignty of the Territories is in Congress. That
is my judgment ; but this resolution brings the Territories
precisely within the same limitations which are applied
to the States in the resolution which I first read: The
two taken together deny to Congress any power of legis-

lation in the Territories.

Follow on, and let us see what remains. Adopted as a
part of the present platform, and as necessary to a new
state of things, and to meet an emergency now existing,

the Convention says :

"The American Democracy recognize and adopt the princi-
ples contained in the organic law establishing the Territories of
Kansas and Nebraska, as embodying the only sound and safe
solution of the Slavery question, upon which the great national
idea of the people of this whole counti'y can repose, iii its de-
termined conservatism of the Union—non-interference by Con-
gress with Slavery in the States and Territories."

_

Then follows the last resolution

:

" Resolved, That we recognize the right of the peopleof all the
Territories, including Kansas and Nebraska, acting through
th^ fairly-expressed will of the majority of actual residents,
and whenever the number of their inhabitants justifies it, to

form a constitution, with or ^vithout domestic Slavery, and be
admitted into the Union upon terms of peri'ect equality with
tho other States."

Take all these resolutions together, and the ded-.ct5on

which we must necessarily draw from them is a denial to

Congress of any power whatever to legislate upon the

subject of Slavery. The last resolution denies to the peo-

ple of the Territories any power over that subject, save
when they shall have a sufficient number to form a con-

stitution and become a State, and also denies that Con-
gress has any power over the subject ; and so the resolu-

tions hold that this power is at least in abeyance while

the Territory is in a Territorial condition. That is the

only conclusion which you can draw from these resolu-

tions. Alas ! for short-lived Territorial Sovereignty ! It

came to its death in the house of its friends ; it was buried

by the same hands which had given it baptism !

But, sir, I did not rise for the purpose of discussing

these resolutiops, but "only to read them, and state the

action whicKxpropose to take in view of them. I may
—I probably shall—take some suljsequent occasion, when
I shall endeavor to present to the Senate and the coun-
try a fair account of what is the true issue presented to

the people for their consideration and decision.

My object now is to show only that the Cincinnati Con-
vention has indorsed and approved of the repeal of the

iNIissouri Compromise, from which so many evils have
already flowed—from which, I fear, more and worse
evils must yet_be anticipated. It would of course, be ex-

pected that the Presidential nominee of that Convention
would accept, cordially and cheerfully, the platform pre-

pared for him by his party friends. No person can ob-

ject to that. There is no equivocation on his part about
the matter. I beg leave to read a short extract from a
speech of that gentleman, made at his own home, within

the last few days. In reply to the Keystone Club, which
paid him a visit there, Mr. Buchanan said

:

" Gentlemen, two weeks since I should have' made you a
longer speech ; but now I have been placed on a platform
of which I most heartily approve, and that cau speak for me.
Being the representative of the great Democraiic party, and
not simply James Btlchanan, I must square my conduct ac-

cording to the platform of the parly, and insert no new plank,
nor take one from it."

These events leave to me only one unpleasant duty,

which is to declare here that I can maintain political

associations with no party that insists upon such doc-

trines ; that I can support no man for President who
avows and recognizes them; and that the little of that

power with which God has endowed me shall be em-
ployed to battle manfully, firmly, and consistently for

his defeat, demanded as it is by the highest interests of

the country which owns all my allegiance.

The President.—The question is on the motion of the

Senator from Maine to be excused from futther servica

on the Committee on Commerce.

The motion was agreed to.

ACCEPTANCE OF PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES.
MESSRS. LINCOLN AND HAMLIN ACCEPT.

The following is' the correspondence between
the officers of the Republican National Conven-
tion and the candidates thereof for President

and Vice-President

:

Chicago, ifay 18, 1860.

To the Hon. Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois.

Sm : The representatives of ihe Republican Party of

the United States, assembled in Convention at Chicago,

have this day, by a unanimous vote, selected you as the

Republican candidate for tlie office of President of tiie

United States to be supported at the next election ; and
the undersigned were appointed a Committee of the Con-
vention to apprise you oftliis nomination, and respectfully

to request that you will accept it. A declaration of the

principles and sentiments adopted by the Convention
accompanies this communication.
In the performance of this agreeable duty we take

leave to add our confident assurance that the nomination
ef the Chicago Convention will be ffvtifled by the suffrages

of the people.

We have the honor to be, with great respect and regard,

your friends and fellow-citizens.

Geobqb Ashuun, of Massachusetts,
President of the Convention,

Wm. M. Evarts, of New-York,
JOEi. BvRUiieAUB, of Oregon,

Kphraim Marsh, of New-Jersey,
Gideon Wells, of Connecticut,
D. K. Carter, of Ohio,
Carl Schuez, of 'Wisconsin,
James F. SiiMmoxs, of Rhode Island,
John W. North, of Minnesota,
Geo. D. Blaket, of Kentucky,
Petkr T. WAfiiBnRN, of Vermont,
A. C. Wilder, of Kansas,

Edward H. Rollins, of New-Hampshire,
Francis S. Corkuan, of Maryland,
NoiiMAN B. Juui>, of Illinois,

N. B. Smithers, of Delaware,
V>u. H. McCrillis, (if Maine,
Alfskd Caldwell, of Virginia,
Calkb B. Sjirni, of Indiana,
Ausri.\ BLAlK.uf Miciiigau,

M'.M P. Clarice, of luwn,
B. Gkatz Brows, of Missouri,
F. P. Tracy of Califoniia.

E. D. Wkbstku, 01 Nebraska,
G. A. Hall, of District uf Columbia,
John A. ANnutw, of Miissiicliusetis,

A. H. Rekder, of Pennsylvania.

Springfild, III., May 28, 1860.

Hon. Georgb Asumdn, President of the Jiepuhlican
.National Oonveniion.

Sir : I accept the nomination tendered me by the

Convention over which you presided, and of which I aiu
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formally apprised in the letter of yourself and others,

acting as a Commiltee of tlie Conventisn for that pur-
pose.
The declaration of principles and sentiments, which

accompanies your letter, meets my approval ; and it

shall be my care not to violate, or disregard it, in any
part.

Imploring the assistance of Divine Providence, and
with due regard to tlie views and feelings of all who were
represented in the Convention ; to tlie rights of all the

States, and Territories, and people of the nation ; to the

inviolability of the Constitution, and the perpetual union,
liarmony and prosperity of all, I am most happy to co-

operate for the ))ractical success of the principles declared
by the Convention.

Your obliged frieiyl and fellow-citizen,

Abraham Lincoln.

A similar letter.was sent to the nominee for

the Vice-Presidency, to which the following is

the reply.

-Washington, May SO, 1860.
Gentlemen : Your oflScial communication of the 18th

instant, informing me that the representatives of the
Republican parly of the United States, assembled at Chi-
cago, on that day, had, by a unanimoiig vote, selected

me as their candidate for the office of Vice-President of
the United States, has been received, together with the
resolutions adopted by the Convention as its declaration
of principles.

'J'hose resolutions enunciate clearly and forcibly the
principles which unite us, and the objects proposed to be

accomplished. They address themselves to all, and there
is neither necessity nor propriety in my entering upon a
discussion of any of them. They have the approval of
my judgment, and in anyactioii of mine will be faith-

fully and cordially sustained.
I am profoundly gi-ateful to those with whom it is my

pride and pleasure politically to cooperate, lor'the nomi-
nation so unexpectedly conferred ; aiid I desire to tender
through you, to the members of the Convention, my sin-

cere thanks for the confidence thus reposed in me. Should
the nomination, which I now accept, be ratified by the

people, and the duties devolve upon me of presiding over
the Senate of the United States, it will be my earnest
endeavor faithfully to discharge them with a just regard
for the rights of all.

It is to be observed, in connection with the doings of
the Republican Convention, that a paramount object
with us is to preserve the normal condition of ourTerrito-
torial Donmin as homes lor Free men. The able advocate
and defender of Republican principles, whom you have
nominated for the higliest place that can gratify the
ambition of man, comes from a State which has been
made what it is, by special action, in that respect', of the
wise and good men who founded our institutions. The
rights of free labor have there been vindicated and
maintained. The thrift and enterprise which so distin-

guish Illinois, one of the most flourishing States of the
glorious West, we would see secured to all the Territories
of the Union ; and restore peace and harmony to the
whole country, by bringing bacli the Government to what
it was under the wise and patriotic men who created it.

If the Republicans shall succeed in that oiiject, as they
hope to, they will be held in grateful remembrance by the
busy and teeming millions of future ages.

I am, very truly yours,
H. Hamlih.

The Hon. George Ashmun, President of the Convention,
and others of the Convention.

MR. BRECKINRIDGE ACCEPTS.

Washington Citt, July 6, 18C0.

Dear Sir : I have your letter of the 23d ultimo, by
which I am officially informed of my nomination for the
office of President of the United States by the Democratic
National Convention lately assembled at Baltimore.
The circumstances of this nomination will justify me in

referring to its personal aspect.
I have not sought nor desired to be placed before the

country for the otficS of President. AVhen my name was
presented to the Convention at Charleston, it was with-
drawn by a friend in obedience to my expressed wishes.
My views had not changed when the Convention reas-
sembled at Baltimore, and when I heard of the differenies
which occurred there, my indisposition to be connected
prominently with the canTtss was confirmed and ex-
pressed to many friends.

Without discussing the occurrences which preceded the
nominations, and which are or soon will be well under-
stood by the country, I have only to say that I approved,

as just and necessary to the preservation of the National
organization and the sacred right of reprenentation, the
action of the Convention over which you continued to
preside; and thus approving it, and having resolved to
sustain it, I feel that it does not become me to nelect the
position 1 shall occupy, nor to shrink from the resjionhi-
bilities of tlie jiost to which I have been assigned.
Accordingly, I accejit the nomrtKition from a BtDse of
public duty, and, as I think, uniutluenced in any degree
by the allurements of ambition.

I avail myself of this occasion to say that the confidence
in my personal and public character implied by the actio*
of the Convention, will always be gratefully remembered;
and it is but just, also, to my own feelings, to express my
gratification at the as.'sociation tif my name with that cf
my friend Gen. Lane, a patriot and a soldier, whose great
services in the field and in council entitle him to the
gratitude and confidence of his countrj-men.
The resolutions adopted by the Convention have my

cordial approval. They are just to all parts of the Union,
to all our citizens, native and naturalized,* abd they form
a noble policy for any administration.
The questions touching the rights of persons and pro-

perty, which have of late been much discussed, find in'

these resolutions a constitutional solution. Our Union is

a Confederacy of equal sovereign States, for the purposes
enumerated in the Federal Constitution. Whatever the
common Government holds in trust for all the States must
be enjoyed equally by each. It controls the Territories
in trust for all the States. Nothing less than sovereignty
can destroy or impair the rights of persons or property.
The Territorial Governments are subordinate and tempo-
rary, and not sovereign ; hence they cannot destroy or
impair the rights of persons or property. While they
continue to be Territories they are under the control of
Congress, but the Constitution nowhere confers on any
branch of the Federal Government the power to discrimi-
nate against the rights of the States or the pro'perty of
their citizens in the Territories. It follows that the citi-

zens of all the States may enter the Territories of the
Union with their propertj-, of whatever kind, and enjoy it

during the territorial condition without let or hindrance,
either by Congress or by the subordinate Territorial
Governments.
These principles flow directly from the absence of

sovereignty in the Territorial Governments, and from the
equality of the States. Indeed, they are essential to that
equality, which is, and ever has been, the vital principle
of our Constitutional Union. They have been settled

legislatively—settled judiciously, and are sustained by
right reason. They rest on the rock of the Constitutiou

—

they will preserve the Union.
It is idle to attempt to smother these great issues, or to

misrepresent them by the use of partisan phrases, which
are misleading and delusive The people will look be-
neath such expressions as " Intervention," " Congress-
ional Slave Code," and the like, and will penetrate to the
real questions involved. The fi lends of Constitutional
equality do not and never did demand a " Congressional
Slave Code," nor any other code in regard to property in
the Territories. They hold the doctrine of non-.nterven-
tion by Congress, or by a Territorial Legislature, either
to establish or prohibit Slavery ; but they assert (fortifi-

ed by the highest judicial tiibunal in the Union) the plain
duty of the Federal Government, in all its departments,
to secure, when necessary, to the citizens of all the
States, the enjoyment of their property in the common
Territories, as everywhere else within its jurisdiction.
The only logical answer to this would seem to be to
claim sovereign power for the Territories, or to deny
that the Constitution recognizes property in the services
of negro slaves, or to deny that such property can exist.

Inexorable logic, which, works its steady way through
clouds and passion, compels the country to meet the
issue. There is no evasive middle ground. Already the
signs multiply of a fanatical and growing party, which
denies that under the Constitution, or by any other law,
slave property can exist ; and ultimately the struggle
must come between this party and the National Deino-
cracy, sustained by all the other conservative elements
in the Union.

I think it will be impossible for a candid mind to dis-

cover hostility to the Union or a taint of sectionalism
in the resolutions adopted by the Convention. Tho
Constitution and the L'nion repose on the equality
of the States, which lies like a broad foundation under-
neath our whole political structure. As I construe
them, the resolutions simply assert this equality. They
demand nothing for any State or section that is not
cheerfully conceded to all the rest. It is well to remem-
ber that the cliief disorders which have afllicted our
country have grown out of the violation of State equality,
and that as long as this great principle has been ret-pccted
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we have been blessed with harmony and peace. Nor *ill

it be easy to persuade the country that resolutions are
sectional which command the support of a majority of 1

the k^tates, and are approved by the bone and body of
|

the old Democracy, and by a vast mass of conservative
opinion everywhere, without regard to party.

It has been necessary more than once in our history,

to pause and solemnly assert the true character of this

(iovernment. A memorable instance occun-ed in the
struggle which ended in the civil revolution of 1800.

Tiie Kepublicans of that day, like the Democracy of this,

were stigmatized as disunionists, but they nobly conduct-
ed the contest under the Constitution, and saved our po-
litical systeru. By a little constitutional struggle it is

intended to assert and establish the equality of the
States, as the only basis of union and peace. When this

object, so national, so constitutional, so just, shall be
accomplished, the last cloud will disappear from the
American sky, and with common hands and hearts the

States and the people will unite to develop the resources
of the whole country, to bind it together with the bonds
of intercourse and brotherhood, and to impel it onward
in its great career.

Xhe Constitution and the Equality of the States ! These
ar* symbols of everlasting Union. Let these be the ral-

lying cries of the people.
I trust that this canvass will be conducted without

rancor, and that temperate arguments will take the

place of hot words and passionate accusations.
Above all, I venture humbly to hope that Divine Provi-

dence, to whom we owe our origin, our growth, and all

our prosperity, will continue to protect our beloved
country against all danger, foreign and domestic.

I am, with great respect, your friend,

John C. Breckinridge.
The Hon. C. Gushing, President of the Democratic National

Convention.

GEN. lane's acceptance.
Washington, June 30, 1860.

Hon. Caleb Gushing, President of the Democratic Na-
tional Convention :

Sir—I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of the

communication you irake in behalf of the Democratic
National Convention, in which you inform me ttat, on the

23d inst., I was unanimously nominated by that party for

the office of Vice-President of the United States, with the

request that I shall accept the nomination.
The platform adopted, and of which you inclose me a

copy, meets with my hearty approval, as it embodies
what I have been contending for as the only means of

stopping sectional agitation, by securing to all equality

and constitutional rights, the denial of which has led to

the present unhappy condition of public affairs.

Compromises of constitutional principles are ever dan-
gerous, and I am rejoiced that the true Democracy has
seen fit to plant a firm foot on the rock of truth, and to

give the people an opportunity to vindicate their love of

justice and fraternal regard for each other's rights.

Non-intervention on the subject of Slavery, I may em-
phatically say, is that cardinal maxim of the Democracy
—non-intervention by Congress and non-intervention by
Territorial Legislatures, as is ftilly stated in the first reso-

lution of the adopted platform.

In vain should we declare the former without insisting

upon the latter; because, to permit Territorial legisla-

tures to prohibit or establish Slavery, or by unfriendly le-

gislation to invalidate property, would be granting powers
to the creature or agent, which, it is admitted, do not ap-
pertain to the principal, or the power that creates ; besides

which, it would be fostering an element of agitation in the

Territory that must necessarily extend to Congi'ess and
the people of all the States.

If the Constitution establishes the right of every citizen

to enter the common territory with whatever property he
legally possesses, it necessarily devolves on the Federal

Government the duty to protect this right of the citizen

whenever and wherever assailed or infringed. The De-
mocratic party honestly meets this agitating question,

which is threatening to sever and destroy this brotherhood

of States. It does not propose to legislate for the exten-

sion of Slavery, nor for its restriction, but to give to each
State and to every citizen all that our forefathers proposed
to give—namely, perfect equality of rights, and then to

commit to the people, to climate, and to soil, the determi-

nation as to the kind of institution best fitted to their re-

quirements in their constitutional limits, and declaring as

a fundamental maxim, that the people of a Territory can
only establish or prohibit Slavery when they come to form

a constitution, preparatory to their admission as a State

Into the Union.
If, happily, our principles shall prevail, an era of peace

and harmony will be restored to our distracted country.

and no more shall we be troubled with the agitation o»

this dangerous question, because it will be removed as

well from the Territorial legislatures as from the halls of

Congress—when we shall be free to turn our attention to

more useful issues, promotive of our growth in national

greatness.

Our Union must be preserved ! But this can only bt

done by maintaining the Constitution inviolate in all its

provisions and guaranties. The Judicial authority, a&

provided by the Constitution, must be maintained, and its

decisions implicitly obeyed, as well in regard to the rights

of property in the Territories as in all other matters.

Hoping for success, and trusting in the truth and justice

of the principles of our party, and in that Divine Provi-

dence that has watched over us and made us one of the

great nations of the earth, and that we may continue to

merit Divine protection, 1 cheerfully accept the nomina-
tion so unanimously conferred on me, and cordially in-

dorse the platform adopted by the Convention.
I have the honor to be, sir, with much respect,

Your friend and obedient servant,
Joseph Lane.

MR. DOUGLAS ACCEPTS.

Washington, Friday, June 29, 1S60.

Gentlemen : In accordance with the verbal assurance
which I gave you when you placed in my hands the
authentic evidence of my nomination for the Presidency
by tlie National Convention of the Democratic party, I

now send you my formal acceptance. Upon a careful

examination of the platform and principles adopted at

Charleston and reaffirmed at Baltimore, with an additional

resolution which is in perfect harmony with the others, I

find it to be a faithful embodiment of the time-honored
principles of the Democratic party, as the same were pro-
claimed and understood by all parties in the Presidential

contest of 1S4S, 1S52, and 1866.

Upon looking into the proceedings of the. Convention
also, I find that the nomination was made with great
unanimity, in the presence and with the concurrence of
more tlian two-thirds of the vhole number of delegates,

and ill accordance with the long-established usages of
the parly. My inflexible purpose not to be a candidate,
nor accept the nomination under any contingency, except
as the regular nominee of the National Democratic party
and in that case only upon the condition that the usages,
as well as the principles of the party, should be strictly

adhered to, had been proclaimed for a long time snd
become well known to tlie country. These conditions
having all been complied with by the free and voluntary
action of the Democratic masses and their faithful repre-
sentatives, without any agency, interference, or procure-
ment, on my part, I feel bound in honor and duty to

accept the nomination. In taking this slep, I am not
unmindful of the responsibilities it imposes, but with firm
reliance upon Divine Providence I have the faith that the

people will comprehend the true nature of the issues in-

volved, and eventually maintain the right.

Tlie peace of the country and the perpetuity of the
Union have been put in jeopardy by attempts to interfere

with and control the domestic affairs of the people in the
Territories, through the agency of the Federal Govern-
ment. If the power and the duty of Federal interference
is to be conceded, two hostile sectional parties must be
the inevitable result—the one inflaming' the passions and
ambitions of the North, the other of tlie South, and each
struggling to use the Federal jower and authority for

the aggrandizement of its own section, at the expense
of the equal rights of the other, and ^r, derogation of
those fuiidameiitiU principles of self-govornmenl which
were firmly establislied in this country by the American
Kevolutioii, iis the basis of our entire repuhliciin system.
During the memorable period of our political history,

when the advocates of Federal intervention upon the sub-
ject of Slavery in the Territories had well-nigh "precipi-
tated the country into revolution," the Northern interven-
tionists demanding the AVilmot Proviso for the prohibition
of Slavery, and the Southern interventionists, then few in

number, and without a single Representative in either

House of Congress, insisting upon Congressional legisla-

tion for the protection of Slavery in opposition to the

wishes of tl » people in either case, it will be remembered
that it required all the wisdom, power and influence of a
Clay and a Webster and a Cass, supported by the conser-

vative and patriotic men of the Whig and Democratic par-

ties of that day, to devise and carry out a line of policy

which would restore peace to the country and stability to

the Union. The essential living principle of that policy, as
applied in the legislation of 1850, was, and now is, non-
intewentioii by Congress with Slavery in the Territo-
ries. The fair application of this just and equitable prin-

ciple restored harmony and fraternity to a distracted coun-
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try. If we now depart from that wise and just policy
which produced these happy results, and permit the coun-
try to he again distracted ; if precipitated into revolution
l)y a sectional contest between Pro-Slavery and Anti-.Sla-

very interventionists, where shall we look for another Clay,
another Webster, or another Cass to pilot the ship of State
over the breakers into a haven of peace and safety ?

The Federal Union must be preserved. The Constitu-
tion must be maintained inviolate in all its parts. Every
right guaranteed by the Constitution must be protected
by law ill all cases where legislation is necessary to its en-
joyment. The judicial authority, as provided in the Con-
stitution, must be sustained, and its decisions implicitly

obeyed and faithfully executed. The laws must be ad-
m'nistered and the constituted authorities upheld, and
all unlawful resistance to these things must be put down
with firmness, impartiality and fidelity, if we expect to

enjoy and transmit unimpaired to our posterity, that
blessed inheritance which we have received in trust from
the patriots and sages of the Revolution.
With sincere thanks for the kind and agreeable man-

ner in which you have made known to me the action of
the Convention, I have the honor to be,

Your friend and fellow citizen,

S. A. Douglas.
Hon. Wm. H. Ludlow, of New-York ; K. P. Dick, of

North Carolina ; P. C. Wickliff, of Louisiana, and others
of Committee.

MR. FITZPATRICK DECLINES.

Washington, June 25, 1?6().

Gentlemen : Your letter of to-day, informing me that i
" have been unanimously nominated by the National Con-
vention of the Democratic party, which met at Charleston
on the 23d day of April last, and adjourned to meet at
Baltimore on the ISth day of June, as their candidate for
the oflice of Vice-President," was duly received.
Ackuowledginp with the liveliest sensibility this distin-

guished mark of j'our confidence and regard, it is with no
ordinary feelings of regret that considerations, the recital
of which I will not impose upon you, constrain me to de-
cline the nomination so flatteringly tendered. My desig-
nation as a candidate for this high position would h.ave
h-en more gratifying to me if it had proceeded from t!ie

united Democracy—united both as to principles and men.
The distracting differences at present existing in th^;

ranlvs of the Democratic party were strikingly e-KemplijIed
|

both at Charleston and at Baltimore, and, in my huiiiblj
I

opinion, distinctly admonish me that I should in no way
contribute to these unfortunate divisions.
The Black Republicans have harmoniously (at least in •

Convention) presented their candidates for the Presidency
and Vice-Presidency. So have the Constitutional Union

;

party (as it is termed). Each party is already engaged in
the contest. In the presence of such organizations we still, '

unfortunately, exhibit a divided camp. What a melan-
choly spectacle ! It is calculated to cause every Democratic
citizen who cherishes the Constitution of his country to
despond, if not to despair, of the durability of the Union.

Desirous, as far as I am capable of exercising any inllu-
ence, to remove every obstacle which may prevent a resto-
ration of the peace, harmony, and perfect concord of that
glorious old party to which 1 have been inflexibly devoted
from early manhood—a party which, in my deliberate
opinion, is the only real and reliable ligament which binds
the South, the North, the East, and the West together upon
constitutional principles—no alternative was left to me
but that which I have herein most respectfully communi-
cated to you.
For the agreeable manner in which you have conveyed

to me the action of the Convention, accept my sincere
thanks.
Very truly your friend and obedient servant,

„ .„ B. FITZPATRICK.
To Wsf . H. Ludlow, of New-York, and others.

The Democratic National Committee subse-
quently nominated the Hon. Ilerschel V. John-
sun, of Georgia, who accepted the position.

MR. BELL ACCEPTS.

Nashville, 2fay 21, ISGO.
Dear Sir : Official information of my nomination to the

Presidency by the National Union Convention, of which
you were the presiding officer, was communicated to me
by your letter of the 11th inst., at Philadelphia, on the
eve of my departure with my family for my place of resi-
dence in_Tcnnessee_; and diffident as I was" of my worthi-
ness, I did not hesitate to signify my Intentioc to accept
the position assigned to me by that distinguished and pa-
triotic body. But lor convenience, and under a sense of

the propriety of acting In so giave a matter with greater
deliberation, I concluded, as I informed you at the time
by a private note, to c'»-fer a formal acceptance until after
my arrival at home.
Now tliat I have had all the leisure I could desire for re-

flection upon the circumstances under which the nomina-
tion was made, the purity of the motives ami the lofty
spirit of patriotism by which the Convention was anima-
ted, as evinced in all its proceedings, I can appreciate
more justly the honor done me by tlie nomination ; and,
though it might have been more fortunate for the country
had it fallen upon some one of the many distinguLshed states-
men whose names were brought to the notice of the Con-
vention, rather than myself, I accept it, with all ita poniil-
ble responsibilities. Whatever may be the issue of the
ensuing canvass, as for myself, I shall ever regard it as a
proud distinction—one worth a lifelong effort to attain-
to be pronounced worthy to receive the highest office in
tlie Government at such a time as the present, and by such
a Convention as that which recently met in Baltimore—

a

Convention far less Imposing by the number of its mem-
bers, large as it was, than by their high character. In it

were men venerable alike for their age and their public
services, who could not have been called from their volun-
tary retirement from public life, but by the strongest sense
of patriotic duty

; others, though still in the prime of life,
ranking with the first men of the country by honors and
distinctions already acquired in high official positions,
Stateand national, many of them statesmen worthy to fili

the highest office in the government ; a still greater num-
ber occupying the highest rank in their respective profes-
sional pursuits ; others distinguished by their intelligence
and well-earned influence in various walks of private life,

and all animated and united by one spirit and one pur-
pose—the result of a strong conviction that our political
system, under the operation of a complication of disorders,
is rapidly approaching a crisis when a speedy change must
take place, indicating, as in diseases of the "physical body,
recovery or death.
The Convention, in discarding the use of platforms, ex-

act no pledge from those whom they deem worthy of the
higliest trusts under the Government; wisely considering
tliat the surest guaranty of a man's future usefulness and
liilelity to the great Interests of the country, in any offi-

cial station to which he may be chosen, is to be found in
his past history connected with t)ie public service. The
pledge implied in my acceptance of the nomination of the
National Union Convention is, that should I be elected, 1
will not depart from the spirit and tenor of mv past
course ; and the obligation to keep this pledge derives a
double force from the consideration that none Is required
from me.

You. sir, in your letter containing the official announce-
ment of my nomination, have been pleased to ascribe to
me the merit of moderation and justice in my past public
career. You have likewise givt-n me credit for a uni-
hirm support of all wise and beneficent measures of legis-
lation, for a firm resistance to all measures calculated to
engender sectional discord, and for a lifelong devotion to
the Union, harmony, and prosperity of these States.
Whether your personal partiality has led you to over-
state my merits as a public man or not in your enumera-
tion of them, you have presented a summary—a basis of
all sound American statesmanship. It may be objected
tliat nothing is said in this summary, in express terms, of
the obligations imposed by the Constitution

; but the
duty to respect and observe them is clearly implied, for
without due observance in the conduct of the Govern-
ment of the Constitution, its restrictions, and require-
ments, fairly interpreted in accordance with its spirit
and objects, there can be no end to sectional discord—no
security for the harmony of the Union.

I have not the vanity to assume that in my past con-
nection with the public service I have exemplified the
course of a sound American statesman ; but if I have
deserved the favorable view taken of it in your letter, I
may hope, by a faithful adherence to the maxims by
which I have heretofore been guided, not altogether to dis-
appoint the confidence and expectations of those who
have placed me in my present relation to the public ; and
if, under Providence, I should be called to preside over
the affairs of this great country as the Executive Chief of
the Government, the only further pledge I feel called upon
to make is, that the utmost of my abifity, and with what-
ever strength of will I can comiiiand, ail the powers and
influence belonging to my official station,shall be employed
and directed for the promotion of all the great objects for
which the Government was instituted, but more espe-
cially for the maintenance of the Constitution and the
Union against all imposing influences and tendencies.

I cannot conclude tliis letter without expressing my
high gratification at the nomination to the second office
under the Government, of the eminently-gifted and dls-
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tiDgulshed statesman of Massachusetts, Edward Everett, I

a gentlemen held by general consent to be altogether
worthy of the first.

I

Tendering my grateful acknowledgments for the kind
and complimentary manner in which you were pleased

|

to accompany the communication of my nomination, I

am, dear sir, with the highest respect,
]

Your obedient servant, John Blll.
To the Hon. Washixcton Hunt.

MR. Everett's acceptance.

Boston, May 29, 1860.

Mt Dear Sir : I have duly received your letter of the
11th, in which you inform me officially, that the National
Union Convention, recently in session at Baltimore, had
done me the honor to nominate me as its candidate for
the office of Vice-President of the United States.

I am deeply impressed with this manifestation of the
favorable opinion of-the Convention, comprising as it did
among its members so many persons distinguished for
public service, patriotism and intelligence; and fairly

representing a considerable portion of the conservative
feeling of the country. For the gi-eat cordiality with
which, as you inform me, my name was proposed and
received, my warmest thanks are due.
The grateful acceptance of such a nomination would,

under ordinary circumstances, be a matter of course

;

but it has unavoidably been with me the subject of long
and anxious hesitation. The grounds of this hesitation I

owe It to the Convention which has honored me with
ttus mark of its confidence, and to myself, to explain

;

loath as I am to dwell on matters of personal interest
of no importance to the public.

It is generally known that I have, for some' years
past, retired from active participation in political life,

not, as I hope I have shown, from indolence or want of
sympathy with my fellow-citizens in the pursuit of the
great objects of social life. The reasons of mj' retire-

ment have been more than once publicly stated, and I

beg to repeat them here from my speech at the Union
meeting in Faneuil Hall last December:
"I did not suppose that anything could occur which

would make me think it my duty to appear again on this

platform, on any occasion of a political character ; and
had this meeting been of a party nature, or designed to
promote any party purposes, I should not have been
here. When compelled, by the prostration of my health,
five years ago, to resign the distinguished place which I
then filled in the public service, it was with no expectation,
no wish, and no iuteniion of ever again mingling in the
scenes of public life. I have, accordingly, with the par-
tial restoration of my health, abstained from all partici-

pation in political action of any kind
;
partly because I

have found a move congenial, and, as I venture to think,
a more useful occupation, in seeking to rally the atfec-
tions of my countrymen. North and South, to that great
name and precious memory which are left almost alone
of all the numerous kindly associations which once
bound the different sections of the country together, and
also because, between the extremes of opinion that have
long distracted and now threaten to convulse the coun-
try, I find no middle ground of practical usefulness, on
•"hich a friend of moderate counsels can stand."

't having been .suggested to me, notwithstanding these
avowals, that I might be thought of, at the Union Con-
vention, as a candidate for the Presidency, I requested,
by telegraphic message and by letter, that my name, if

brought forward, might be withdrawn. It is true that in
these communications I had only in view a nomination
to the Presidency, none other having been suggested to
me ; but all the reasons above indicated, which led me
in advance to decline such a nomination, apply with
equal force to the Vice-Presidency. These reasons, of
course, still exist in unimpaired force, and I cannot now
take an active part in politics without abandoning a
deliberately formed purpose, and even exposing myself
to the suspicion of insincerity in its persistent avowal.
Without dwelling upon these considerations, of which,

however, I am sure the weight will be admitted, I beg
leave to advert for a moment to my connection with the
movement for the purchase of Mount Vernon, to which
your letter alludes in such obliging terms. The favor
which has attended my exertions in that cause (if I may
without indelicacy say anything on that subject) has been
mainly the result of my known and recognized discon-
nection from party politics. If it could have been even
plausibly insinuated that I was, or intended to become,
a candidate for high political honors, 1 should, in my
various excursions in aid of that fund, have laid myself
open to the imputation of speaking one word for Mount
Vernon and two for mj'self. As it is, the people through
eut the Union have generously given me credit for hav-

ing a single eye to that meritorious object. As far asth*
purchase of Mount Vernon is concerned, that object baa
been elTected, under the judicious and efficient man-
agement of the Kegent and Vice-Ilegents of the Asso-
ciation, with the aid of their intelligent and active assist-

ants throughout the Union. But a sum of money equal
to that already raised is still wanting for the repair of

the Mansion, the inclosure of the land purchased, the
restoration of the house and grounds, as far as practi-

cable, to their condition in ISOO, and the establishment
of a permanent fund for their conservation. I own
that 1 am desirous still to enjoy the privilege of coope-
rating in this noble work, which, however, it will be in»-

possible for me to do to any advantage, whatever may
be the result of the present canvass, if I am drawn into

the vortex of a strenuously contested election. There
are many parts of the country which 1- have not yet
visited. I had promised myself a rich harvest from tbe
patriotic liberality of the States on the Gulf of Mexico,
and of those on the Mississippi River (which I have not
yet been able to visit, with the exception of Missouri,
through often kindly invited), and I confess that it is

very painful to me to withdraw from that broad field

of congenial labor to tread the thorny and thankless
paths of politics.

Apart from the pecuniary aspects of the case, which,
however, are of considerable importance, I will candidly
say that in holding up to the admiring veneration of the
American people the peerless name of Washington,
(almost the only bond of fraternal sentiment which the
bitterness of our sectional controversies has left us), I

feel as if I was doing more good, as far as I am able to
do any good, and contributing more to revive the kindly
feeling which once existed between North and South,
and which is now, I grieve to say, nearly extinct, than I

could possibly do by engaging in the wretched scramble
for office^which is one great source of the dangers that
threaten the country.
These considerations, and others of a still more personal

nature, have necessarily occasioned me to reflect long and
anxiously, before accepting the nomination with which
the Union Convention has honored me. In yielding at
length to the earnest solicitaiions which have been ad-
dressed to me, from the most respectable sources in almost
every part of the Union, I make a painful sacrifice ol

inclination to what I am led to believe a public duty. It

has been urged upon me, and I cannot deny that such ia

my own feelings, that we have fallen upon times that call

upon all good citizens, at whatever cost of personal con-
venience, to contribute their share, however humble, to

the public service.

I suppose it to be the afmost universal impression—it is

certainly mine—that the existing state of affairs is ex-
tremely critical. Our political controversies have sub-
stantially assumed an almost purely sectional character

—

that of a fearful struggle between the North and the
South. It would not be difficult to show at length the
perilous nature and tendency of this struggle, but I can
only say, on this occasion, that, Ln my opinion, it cannot
be much longer kept up, without rending the Union. I

do not mean that either of the great parties in the country
desires or aims at a separation of the States as a final

object, although there are extremists in considerable
numbers who have that object in view. While a potent
and a baleful influence is exercised by men of this class,

in both sections of the Union, a portion of the conserva-
tive masses are insensibly and gradually goaded into con-
currence with opinions and sentiments with which, in the
outset, they,had no sympathy. Meantime, almost wholly
neglecting the main public interests, our political contro-
versies turn more and more on questions, in reference to
which, as abstract formulae, the great sections of the
country differ irreconcilably, though there is nothing
practically important at stake which requires the discus-
sion to be kept up. These controversies are carried on
with steadily increasing bitterness and exasperation. The
passions thus kindled have alreadj' led to acts of violence
and bloodshed, approaching to civil war in the Territories,

and attempted servile insurrection in the States. The
great refigious and philanthropic associations of the coun-
try are sundered, and the kindly social relations of North
and South seriously impaired. The national House of
Representatives, hovering on the verge of anarchy, re-

quires weeks to effect an organization, which ought to be
the work of an hour, and it holds its sessions (many of its

members, I am told, armed with concealed weapons), on
the crust of a volcano. The candidates for the Presidency
represeating respectively the dominant sectional ideas,

will, at the ensuing election, in all probability, be sup-
ported by a purely geographical vote. In other words,
we are already brought to a pass, at which North and
South cannot and will not coiiperate in the periodical
reorganization of the Government.
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Can such a. state of things long continue, especially I blood of an unarmed, defenceless man, and he a Senatoi

with the ever-present risk of new causes of exasperation ? of Massaclmsetta : if by laying down my life this hour. I

I own it seems to me impossible, unless some healinj,' could undo what has been done the last two years (begin-

oourse is adopted, that the catastrophe, which the mass of
|
ning with the disastrous repeal of the Missouri Compro-

good citizens deprecate, should be much longer delayed,

A spirit of patriotic moderation must be called into action

throughout the Union, or it will assuredly be broken up.

Unless the warfare of inflammatory speeches and incen-

diary publications is abandoned, and good citizens, as in

ITTG and 17ST, North and South, will agree to deal with

the same elements of discord (for they existed then as now),

as our Fathers dealt with them, we shall but for a very

few years longer be even nominally brethren of one family.

The suggestion that the Union can be maintained by the

numerical predominance and military prowess of one

section, exerted to coerce the other into submission, is, in

my judgment, as self-contradictory as it is dangerous. It

comes loaded with the death smell from fields wet with

brothers' blood. If the vital principle of all republican

government " is the consent of the governed," much more
does a union of coequal sovereign States require, as its

basis, the harmony of its members and their voluntary

cooperation in its organic functions.

Believing, for these reasons, that healing counsels must
be listened to, if we are much longer to remain one people,

I regard the late National Union Convention as a move-
ment in the right direction. I could wish that it had been
earlier assembled; with less exclusive reference to official

nominations, and with a more comprehensive representa-

tion, if possible, of the conflicting opinions of the country.

On general principles and in ordinary times, I admit that

third parties are objectionable, but in the existing state

of affairs, if there is to be any escape from the present ill-

omened conflict, it would seem that a commencement
must he made with such a meeting as that of the 9th and
10th, at Baltimore. It was a fair representation of the

conservative opinion of the country ; and the calmness,

gravity and good feeling with which its proceedings were
conducted, cannot be too higlily praised.

In adopting as its platform the Constitution without

note or comment, the Convention, as it seems to me, pur-

sued a wise and patriotic course. No other course was
thought of in the earlier days of the Republic. Elec-

tioneering platforms are almost without exception equivo-

cal and delusive. It is objected that men differ as to the

meaning of the fundamental law; but they differ not less

as to any gloss or commentary. The Constitution, in its

fair and natural interpretation, is the only basis on which
good citiz'ns in every part of the country can now unite

;

and any attempt to go further will usually have no other

effect than to cause those who agree on great practical

principles to differ on metaphysical subtleties, or to bring

together, by artfully constructed phrases and fromselflsh

motives, those who have nothing else in common.
The candidate for the Presidency, presented by the

Union Convention, is every way worthy of confidence and
support. I speak from personal knowledge and long asso-

ciation with him in the public service. His distinguished

talent, large experience in public affairs, proved integ

rity and sterling patriotism furnish the amplest pledge for

an honest and efficient administration of the government
at home and abroad. A citizen of the South, and loyal

to her constitutional rights, his impartial and conciliatory

course as a public man affords a ground on which he can
be supported in either section of the country, without

dereliction of principle, and by men of all parties, without

a painful sacrifice of former preferences.

Deeply regretting that the Convention has not put it in

my power to pay an equally cordial and emphatic tribute

to some worthy candidate for the Vice-Presidency, but

feeling it a duty to give the desired proof of sympathy
witli their patriotic efforts to restore the happy days of

brotherly concord between tlie different sections of our
beloved country.

I remain, dear sir, sincerely yours,

Edward Evkrktt.

MR. EVERETT ON SUMNER.

Soon after the brutal assault on Charles Sum-
ner, in 1856, Mr. Everett, in some remarks
delivered at Taunton, Mass., referred to the

subject as follows

:

The civil war, with its hoiTid train of pillage, fire, and
slaughter, carried on, without the slightest provoeafian,
against the infant settlements of our brethren on the fron-

tier of the Union ; the worse than civil war which has for

months raged unrebuked at the Capital of the Union, and
has at length, by an act of lawless violence, of which I

know no parallel in the history of Constitutional Govern-

mise) to embitter the dilferent part« of the country against
each other, and weaken the ties which unite them, I would
willingly, cheerfully, make the sacrifice.

In a letter, written sub.scriuently, in explana-
tion of these remarks, Mr. Everett said

—

I have condemned from the outset, and still most
decidedly condemn the policy of the late Administration
towards Kansas. I opposed the Kansas-Nebraska bill in

the Territorial Committee, of which I was a member. I

voted against the amendment to tlie bill by which the
Missouri Compromise was repealed. I opposed the bill to
the best of my ability, in a speech delivered in the Senate
on the 8th of February, 1854, of which I send you a copy

;

and I should have voted against it on its passage (as I

stated in my place at the ne.xt meeting of the Senate) had
not severe illness compelled me, at .3^ o'clock in the morn-
ing, to leave the Senate chamber before the vote was
taken. I informed my Southern political friends, when
the bill was brought in, that it oiiglit to be entitled a bill

to " annihilate all conservative feeling in the non-slave-
holding States." With these views of the subject, though,
as I trust, for reasons higher than any effect on party
politics, Ifully eoncurred in the main line of argument
in Mr. iSi<ymner''s speech. Abstaining, however, habitu-

ally myself from all personalities in debate, and believing

that they always irritate and never persuade nor convince
I could not of course bestow my " unqualified approbation"
on the manner in which he treated the subject.

GEORGIA ON EVERETT.

On the accession of Gen. Harrison to the

Presidency, in 1840, he nominated the Hon.
Edward Everett as minister to England, and
this nomination was resisted with great perti-

nacity by the entire force of the Democratic
party in the Senate, on the ground of Mr.

Everett's Anti-Slavery sentiments, already quo-

ted. The Whigs having a majority in the

Senate, the nomination, after a severe struggle,

was confirmed. Among those voting for the

Confirmation was the Hon. James McPherson
Berrien, of Georgia ; but his vote on this occa-

sion was so distasteful to the people of Georgia

that the legislature of that State adopted the

following resolve :

ResoVoed, That the opinions publicly proclaimed by
Edward Everett, now miiuster to England, of the power
and obligation of Congress to abolish Slavery in the DLi-

trict of Columbia, to mterdict the slave-trade between the

States, and to refuse the admission into the Union of any
Territory tolerating Slavery, are unconstitutional in their

character, subversive of the rights of the South, and if

carried out, wiU destroy this Union ; and that the Hon.
John McPherson Berrien, in sustaining for an important
appointment, an individual holding such obnoxious senti-

ments, has omitted a proper occasion to give an efficient

check to such sentiments, and in so doing has not truly

represented the opinions or wishes of the people of

Georgia, of either political party.

The vote of the legislature on the adoption

of this resolve was : In the Senate, Ayes 40
;

Nays 0. In the House, Ayes 101 ; Nays 40.

JUDGE DOUGLAS ON THE MISSOURI COMPROMISE.

In a speech delivered at Springfield, 111., in

1849, Senator Douglas, in speaking of the Mi.'^-

souri Compromise, said

:

It has received the sanction of all parties in every sec-

tion of the Union. It had its origin in the hearts of all

patriotic men who desired to preserve and perpetuate

the blessings of our glorious Union—an origin akin to

that of the Constitution of the United Strifes, conceiv.d

in the sime spirit of fraternal affection, and calculated to

remove forever the only danger which seemed to threaten

at some distant dav to "sever the sacred bond of Union.

All the evidences of public opinion seem to indicate that

thi^ Compromise has become canonizod in t!ie hearts of

the American people as a sacred thing, which no ruthless

ment. stained the floor of the Senate chamber with the | hand would be reckless enough to disturb.
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PENNSYL rANIA-(Contu<,v,ed).

COUNTIES.

1856.

Hep. Dem, t Am.
Frem'l Huc'anr'ilPn

Mercer
Mifflin

Monroe ..>....
Montgomery . .

.

Montour
Northampton .

.

Northumberland
Perry
Philadelphia.. .

.

Pike .

.

Potter
Schuylkill

Somerset
Snyder
Susquehanna. .

.

Sullivan
Tioga
Union
Tenango
Warren
Washington . .

.

Wayne
Westmoreland .

Wyoming
York

8686 2699i
216 1491
5601 2275;

2845, 7134
666' 1271

1168| -5260

566 8059
5211 2185

T993
270

1264
2188
1453
443

3361
309
4541
1429
2041
2091
4237
2172
4091, 6172
1138 1171
511 6876

88222;

862
667

7085
1763
1255
2548
588
1386
1092
2157
1231
4288
2259

118
1050

69
2265
149

1838
1340
1407
24084

15
6!

2682]
1405
10641

51

1

48
27
186
72
49
265
113
299
74

4801

Total 147510 2807101 82175 179174198568
I I

1852.

Wliig. Dem. \F. Soil.

Scott. Fierce. Hale.

2211
1892
418

4791
866

2978
1619
1413
24566
202
263

4128
2986
Un

2035
177

1564
3081
1164
1188
8810
1232
8203
807

4700

2693
1620
2098
5767
1455
4403
2451
2159

26022
834
661

4758
1203

160

16
4

626

825
10
28

organi zed,

8046 215
426
2614
1994
1899
1433
4064
2362
5509
1258
5585

1848.

Whig.
Taylor.

59

79|

204!

243
370
21

119
19
11

2977
1543
518

5040
With
8191
1765
1562

31229
216
226

4808
8018

1853
129

1264
8129
1061
948

8898
997

8124
861

4838

3094
1586
1630
5627

Coluni bla
4203,

22581

2295
2150S:

799'

46S'

3490;
1127

2563
803,

1080
26
3

251

801
19

1844.

n-I,!g.

. Uy.

1344 1039
1656 25,

1538
1088
8820
1642
5197
892.

5151

1641

136
468
202
122

2840 2869
-1518' 1519
4141 1806

4491 5596

27761 8S70
15471 2446
1370 2.321

23289; 18851
151

I

769
240 554

2571 3404
26601 1035

1802 2697
Un orgarii

1159 2193
2783
966
899

8872
899,

2672:

814
4237;

1765
1377
1149
3973
1657
49
899

5071

8525 185513171176 11263,.161203 167535 3138
I ll I

604!

9

1

49

7

228:

50

'

3

:'

d. I

23
18
65
17
296
15

71

1

1

1840.

3247
1226
.345

4068

2846
1851
1072
17844

135
180

1881
2501

1560

895
2423
855
82

2386
1269
1447
4^69

2187
1979
18077
524
863
2184
765

2022

1721
1518
1276
929

4149! 8611
675 1188

2778| 4704
Unorg anized

87921 4382

144021143672

Buchanan over Fremont, 83,200 ; do. over Fremont and Fillmore, 1,025 ; Pierce over Scott, 19,394 ; Taylor over
Cass, 14,337 ; Polk over Clay, 6,332 ; Harrison over Van Buren, 349. Mr. Birney received 343 votes in ISiO.

COUNTIES.



POPULAR VOTE FOR TRESIDENT. 226

SOUTH CAROLINA CHOOSES ELECTORS BY LEGISLATURE.



226 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

GEOBaiA—iContirvutd.)



POPULAR VOTE FOR PRESIDENT. 227

YIBGINIA—{ConHmMed.
)

COUNTIES.

Doddridge
Elizabeth City .

.

Essex
Fairfax
Fauquier
Fayette
Floyd
Fluvanna
Franklin
Frederick
Giles
Gilmer
Gloucester
Goochland
Grayson
Greenbrier
Greene
Greensville . . .

.

Halifax
Hampshire
Hanover
Hancock
Hardy
Han-ison
Henrico
Henry
Highland
Isle of Wight...
Jackson
James City
Jefferson
Kanawha
King George . .

.

King AVilliam .

.

King and Queen
Lancaster
Lee
Lewis
Logan
Loudon

,

Louisa
Lunenburg
Madison
Marion
Marshall
Mason
Mathews

,

Mecklenburg....
Mercer
Middlesex
Monongalia
Monroe
Montgomery . . .

,

Morgan
,

Nansemond . . . .

,

Nelson
New Kent

,

Nicholas
Norfolk City
Norfolk County

.

Northampton . .

.

Northumberland

.

Nottoway
Ohio
Orange
Page
Patrick
Pendleton
Petersburgh
Pittsylvania
Pleasants
Pocahontas ... .

Powhattan
Preston
Princess Ann . . .

.

Prince Edward .

.

Prince George...
Prince William .

.

Pulaski
Putnam
Raleigh
Randolph
Rappahannock .

.

1856.
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ALABAMA—(Continued.)

COUNTIES.

Montgomery
Mobile
Macon
Perry
Pike
Pickens
Kussell
Randolpli . .

.

Shelby
St. Clair

Sumter
Tuscaloosa .

.

Talladega.. .

.

Tallapoosa .

.

Walker
WUcox
Washington

.

Total

1856.

A7n.
Killmore,

1158
17T1
1239
824

1178
669
855
683
468
83

532
973
896

1276
146
446
152

28552

Pern.
Buch'un.

1100
1838
1039
808
1262
1037
994

1460
787
818
703
680

1134
1478
449
813
194

46739

1852.

Whig.
Scott.

717
1123
772
261
879
568
434
90

817
44
482
627
372
851
54

286
62

Dem.
Pierce.

567
1880
658
512
703
752
522
707
815
465
497
475
672
845
21T
898
65

15088 26881

1848.

Taylor.

1176
1319
1464
826
935

1044
970
461
557
150
820

972
231
639
T2

80482

669
1073
6:i2

631
663
931
677
770
86S
456
771
694
820
920
383
479
85

1844.

Vhir,.
Cllii'.

1016
1403
1087
169
862
892
736
288
511
46
927
902
633
728
170
525
273

26084

I'olk.

1847
626
649
768
967
624
747
472
644

1061
961
851
705
442
629
279

87740

1840.

Whir,.
ijiiri jhon

1184
1481
781
973
6.'j8

1062
691
279
573
42

1808
1276
669
412
244
778
263

28471

T>m.
Van B.

811
1121

627
779
404
624
4or
679

1180
938
788
486
867
48T
27T

83991

Buchanan over Fillmore, 18,187 ; Pierce over Scott, 11,843 j Cass over Taylor, 881 ; Polk over Clay, 11,656 ; Tan
Buren over Han-ison, 5,520.

3vrississiE>pi.

COUNTIES.
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NORTH CAROLINA—{ConUmted.)

COUNTIES.

1856.

Person
Pitt

Polk
Randolph . .

Richmond . .

.

Robeson
Rockingham
Rowan
Rutherford..
Sampson . .

.

Stanly
Stokes
Surry
Tyrrel
Union-
Wake
Warren . . .

.

Watauga . .

.

Washington..
Wayne
Wilkes
Yadkin
Yancy

Total . . .

.

279
570
124

1(12.5

500
5fi<)

3.59

8<!5

412
3.58

731
831
8fi2

277
236
7s9

78
3(i8

364
208
902
604
208

36S86

543
730
156
836
176
673

1001
779
576
927
108
658
706
92
655

1472
&41
148
236

1172

1852.

\VTiig. Devi.
Scott. Pierce.

679
Unorga
1036
678
660
342
836
761
604
T14

1081
1046
286

With Me
1032
167
With
802
286

1073
With
236

89058 89744

471
602

nized.

277
146
732
823
672
801
867
53

1237
987
87

cklenb'j

1857
691

Ashe.
210

1067
242

Surry.
857

1848.

Tiiylor.

C36

1196
699
633
880
859
958
612
725
1014
11.32

300
775
1028
156

Unorga'
873
258
1060
Unorga

81m

48550 84869

618
479

225
71
645
706
560
126
741
14

912
852
96
945

1247
667

nized.

149
903
121

nized.

aj.

1844.

Whin.
Clay.

270
684

1171
802
559
430
833

1310
5.33

530
1084
996
283

Unorgj
1044
128

829
254

1208

649
476

812
117
599
1022
586
296
878
48

1153
880
92

nized.

1874
610

124
911
181

427

39287

1840.

\mg. iJfin.

Ilurri»on.' \au il.

214
027

1844
820
579
547
942

1802
553

597
391

269
102
500
905
502
540
741

In Mont gomery.
1212
1191
330

1026
105

432
306
1450

1061
812
83

1149
754

54
731
114

290

83782

Buchanan over Fillmore, 11,360 ; Pierce over Scott, 686 ; Taylor over Cass, 8,681 ; Clay over Polk, 8,945 ; Harrison
er Van Buren, 12,594. Mr. Hale received 59 votes in this State, in 1852, and Mr. Van Buren 86, in 1848.



232 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

TENXESSEE~{Continued).



POPULAR VOTE FOR PRESIDENT. 231

LOUISIANA—{CoTMrmtd.)



234 A POLITICAL TEXT-BOOK FOR 1860.

KENTUCKY—{Continued.)



POPULAR VOTE FOR PRESIDENT. 233

ABKAN'SAS—i, aontirmed.)

COUNTIES.

Independence
Izard
Jackson
Jefferson
Johnson
Lafayette
Lawrence
Madison
Marion
Mississippi . . .

,

Monroe
Montgomery .

.

Newton
Ouachita
Perry
Phillips

Pike
Poinsett ,

Folk
Pope
Prairie ,

Pulaski
Kandolph
Saline
Scott

Searcy
Sebastian ... .

Sevier
St. Francis... ,.

Union
A'an Buren
Washington . .

.

White
YeU

Total

1856.

612
94

436
381
113
120
282
79
126
121
129
45
32
501
44

464
47,
73
No

163
229
566
67

213
98
61

392
236
808
516
78

867
201
147

860
495
591
515
453
176
717
649
893
188
233
353
132
701
126
526
296
248

return.
568
893
739
416
404
215
803
802
523
498
626
805
917
403
883

1078T 21910

1852.

WMg.
Scotl.

452
69

292
224
193
148
299
76
40
44
57
28
8

452
15

383
40
48
17
las
78
286
82
187
28
75
ISO
50

172
884
No

326
97

166

7404

Pierce.

612
226
835
806
384
170
417
274
187

111
79

496
83

878
168
132
94

S25
170
419
95

277
S8
197
2S3
125
807
581

return.
495
189
825

12173

1848.

408
return.

235
177
850
98

291
214
49
110
98

rejected.

54
428
80

return.

183
116
59

292
111
455
129
244
180

return.

195
260
635
136
480
60

186

758S

1844.

Whig.
Clay.

278

124
180
141
81
113
63
No
No
92

With Ho
16

220
33
280
No return.

29 171
No return.

241
I

303
Unorga nized.

Dem.
Polk.

885

184
147
481
70
267
866

return.

return.

73
tspring.

140
184
65

276

5504

438
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CALIFORNIA—{Continued.) TEXAS—(ConUnued.)

Placer
Plumas
Sacramento

.

baa Bernardi'o
San Diego
San Francisco.
San Joaquin .

.

San Luis Obispo
San Mateo
Santa Barbara
Santa Clara. .

.

Canta Cruz. . .

.

Shasta
Sierra
Siskiyou
Solano
Sonoma
Stanislaus
Sutter
Tehama
Trinity

Tulare and
Buena Vista .

.

Tuolumne
Yolo
Yuba

Total 20691 153865

1856.

Frem't. Bnch'n. Fillm'e.

992
217
941
93
18

5089
543
107
238
183
809
196
169
693
464
189
3S2
21

92
44

ISS

l 23

1056
130
650

2808
1124
8438
314
173

5332
1285

83
282
176
576
320

1537
2506
2073
799
1515
486
491
486
1011

243

2986
653

3451

2096
865

3386
7

38
1598
1040
15

113
10

6V3
288
1083
2205
1791
634
498
228
347
311
882

139

2112
583

2031

18S2.

Scott. Pierce. Hale.

2295
Uno

8644
Uno
107

4167
1159
112
Uno
78
827
186
757

1848
459
808
267
Uno
214
Uno
633

32

2541
400
2077

36165 85407 40626

2831
rg'd.

3280
rg'd.

105
4241
1198

11
rg'd.

104
799
806
971

1619
492
865
474

rg'd.

205
rg'd.

785

40

8132
850
2199

100

Buchanan over Fremont,
5,219.

32,674; Pierce over Scott,

T E 3C A. S.

Anderson
Angelina
Atascosa
Austin
Bowie
Bandera.
Bastrop
Bell

Bexar
Bosque
Brazoria
Brazos
Brown
Burleson
Burnett
Camanche . .

.

Cass
Cherokee
Collin

Cooke
CaldweU
Calhoun
Cameron
Colorado
Comal
Coryell
DaUas
Denton
Be Witt.;....
Ellis ...7.,..
El Paso, Earth
Fannin
Falls

Fayette.. ....

Fort Bend....
Freestone . .

.

Galveston
Gillespie

Goliad
Gonzales. ..

{rrimes

Guadaloupe...
Grayson
Harris
Hays
Hidalgo
HiU

1856.

325
No re

58
120
88
12
230
151
818
20
74
74
Uno
168
76
11
352
514
802

196
maj.
123
133
26
69

245
132
108
176
maj.
283
74

899
136
144
314
25

135
363
260
258
132
449
128

131

612
turn.

87
858
171

9
403
812
747
64

225
56

rg'd.

261
141
40
581
845
564
58

895
85

492
253
284
118
603
308
253
239
1022
657
153
667
196
841
431
115
93
510
323
859
415
645
130
169
175

1852.

Scott. Pierce.

150
28
Uno
r

Uno
Uno
94
26
299
Uno
43
9

19

Uno
80

248
68
5
84
94

242

Uno
122

43
Ubo
68
Uno
165
81
8

141
2

120
53
68
58
195
21
48
Uno

412
56

rg'd.

22
rg'd.

rg'd.

243
157
804

rg'd.

143
34

103
21

rg'd.

75
696
135
14
235
125
829
92

112
rg'd.

283
87

90
rg'd.

203
rg'd.

341
86

138
824
74

209
142
154
193
468
55
119

rg'd.

1848.

Taylor. Case.

42
Uno
189

83

9
Uno

107
110
48

27
71

20
14

57
7
16
Uno

Uno
Tl

27
58
53
81
47
289
12
Uno

229
52

175

191
rg'd.

832

172

64
g'd.

228
802
99

76

68
105

209
46
81

rg'd.

245!

175
185

rg'd.

76

84
92
186
T2
134
443
43

rg'd.

Harrison..

.

Henderson . . .

\ Hopkins
) Houston
(Hunt
') Jackson
) Johnson

j
Jack

( Jasper
Jefferson

Kaufman . .

.

Karnes
Kerr
Kinney
Lamar
Lapassas...
Lavacca ....

Leon
Liberty
Limestone...
Live Oak
Llano
M«Cullock .

.

McLennan .

.

Madison
Matagorda...
Maverich . .

.

Medina
Milam
Montgomery,
Nacogdoches .

Newton . .

.

Navarro .

.

Nueces ...

Orange . .

.

Palo Pinto
Panola
Parker....
Polk
Presideo ..

Red River.
Refugio . .

.

Robertson.
Rusk
Sabine
San Augustine
San Patricio.

San Saba . .

.

Shelby
Smith
Starr
Tarrant ....
Titus
Travis
Trinity

Tyler
Upshur
Uvalde
Van Zandt .

.

Victoria
Walker
Washington .

Webb
Wharton . .

.

Williamson..

.

Wise
Wood
Young

1856.

Fillm'a. Buch'n

505
77
288
170
138

Uno
99
49
63

119
Uno
Uno
235
61

116
235
108
119
Uno
23
Uno
201
125
43
Uno
39

196
163
182
83

210
maj.
60
Uno
135
Uno
71

No re

235
87
96
659
80
72

maj.
21
77

870
17
92
257
467
100
No re

255
22
48
117
843
481
maj.
40
840
11

124
11

Total 15639 81169

565
292
530
400
892
93

186
rg'd.

185
109
191
103

rg'd.

rg'd.

555
77
160
337
180
101

rg'd.

55
rg'd.

293
118
111

rg'd.

136
211
179
557
138
800
123
73

rg'd.

458
rg'd.

285
turn.

288
83

222
1157
118
182
49
48
809
810
874
490
602
651
161

turn.

683
18
223
141
887
654
882
76

807
67

885

1852.

Scott. Pier.e.

288
23
29
46
19
88

402
74
116
125
121
90

Uno rg'd.

80 121
Uno rg'd.

Uno rg'd.

Uno rg'd.

67 189
Uno rg'd.

83
48
40
83

Uno

5
Uno
80

2
56
74
79
16
89
21
23

Uno

75
Uno
86
Uno
53

242
13
29

Uno
19

68
11

100
118

8
5

187
Uno
5
9

72
121
16
17
62

85
124
87

176

rg'd.

45
rg'd.

74

42
119
120
812
111
220
52

rg'd.

157
rg'd.

233
rg'd.

95
590
81

153
30

rg'd.

106

76
61

240
370
17
52

861
rg'd.

43
96

228
519
117
59
143

Uno rg'd.

15 42
Uno,rg'd.

1848.

Taylor.' Ca'is.

53

186

40

Uno

69

59
97
20
44
66
Uno
48

66

177

5
202

57

381
69

227
161
66
64

113

858

84
142
144
154

rg'd.

45
119
163
318
66

124
56

rg'd.

194

107

344

5T
455
181
234
26

144

Uno rg'd.

128
I

296
29

I

219
Uno rg'd.

26
87

119
128

80
207
S73

Uno rg'd.

26
16

Unerg'd.

4509 I 10663

Buchanan over Fillmore, 15,530; Pierce over Scott,

; 8,557 ; Cass over Taylor, 6,159.

F Xi O K. I ID A..

The vote of this State, in 1856, was : For Fillmore, 4,833

;

for Buchanan, 6,858; maj. for Buchanan, 1,525. In 1852,

Scott received 2,875 ; Pierce, 4,818 ; maj. for Pierce, 1,443.

In 1848, Taylor received 8,116; Cass, 1,847; maj. foi

;
Taylor. 1,260.
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Olay.

Crawford.

Jackson.

Jackson.

Adams.

Jackson,
Democrat.

Clay,
Nat. Bepu7>.

Van Buren, § 3
Demoarat. S *>

Harrison, etc.*

Whig.

Birney,
AboV-Ut.

Van Buren,
Demoarat.

Harrison,
Whig.

i I

Birney,
Abolitionist.

Polk,

Democrat.

Clay, Whig.

Van Buren,
Free Dem.

Cass,
Demoarat.

Taylor,
Whig.

I I

II
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LATEST ELECTION RETURNS.
Maine—1859.
GOVERNOR.

Counties. Bep
Morrill.

Androscoggin 3090
Aroostook . . . 740
Cumberland. 68T6
Franklin 2331
Hancock 2907
Kennebec... 5293
Lincoln 8868
Oxford 4113
Penobscot . . . 6285
Piscataquis . 1438
Sagadahoc... 1885
Somerset 8902
Waldo 4429
Washington.. 3168
York 6036

Total 56861
Maj. for Morrill, 11.

Dem.
Smith.

2261
808;

5851
1949 :

1955!
3288

:

4180
3348
4569
996;
996
2812
3141
2772
5447

44373
,988.

New-Hampshire—1859.
By Congressiotial Distruls.

GOVERNOR.
Disirifte. Rep. liem.

I. Goodwin. Cate.

Belknap 1724 1850
Carroll 2248 2330
Rockingham. 5799 5055
Strafford .... 3498 2679

Total 13269 11914
Maj. for Goodwin, 1,855.

II. Goodwin. Cate.

Hillsborough.. 6476 5461
Merrimac... 4835 4788

Massachusetts—1859.

GOVERNOR.
Counties. Rep. Dem. Am.

Banks. Butler. Briggs.
\

Barnstable 1457 760 138

'

Berkshire. 8276 2605 837 \

Bristol . . . 8360 1831 2017
;

Dukes.... 227 195 94'
Essex .... 8049 4532 1837 \

Franklin.. 2672 1470 200;
Hampden. 8303 2W6 468 '

Hampshire 2659 734 S

Middlesex 10688 6488 2609
\

Nantucket 249 107 93
Norfolk... 4478 2988 1911
Plymouth. 8284 1548 899

;

Suffolk . . . 5473 4434 2165 '

Worcester. 9605 4999 1221 '.

Total . . .58780 85834 14865
Banks over Butler, 23,446.

New-York-1859.

Connecticut—1860.
By Congressional Districts.

GOVERNOR.
Districts. Rep. Dem.

I. Buckingham. SejTnour.

Hartford 8753 8972
Tolland 2558 2210

Total .... 11811 11182
Maj. for Buckingham, 129.

II.
'

Buck. Sey.

Middlesex . . . 2942 8490
New-Haven.. 8709 9765

Total 11811 10249
Maj. for Goodwin, 1,062.

III. Goodwin. Cite.

Cheshire 3448 2268
Coos 12.56 1472
Grafton 4797 4T39
Sullivan 2245 2165

Total 11651 13255
Maj for Seymour, 1,604.

III. Buck. Sev.

New-London . 5672 5102
Windham . . . 8700 2586

Total 9873 7688
Maj. for Buckingham, 1,684

IV. Buck. Sev.

Fairfield 6921 7136
Litchfield.... 5203 4656

Total .. .
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New-Jersey—1859.

GOVEKNOR.
Dittii ids. 0pp. I>em.

I. Olden. Wright,
Atlantic 853 740
Camden ... 2324 2339
Cape May .

.

570 497
Cumberland. 1880 1635
Gloucester. . 1477 1206
Salem 2u5i 19S1

Total 9105 839S
Majority for Olden, 707.

II. Olden. Wright.

Burlington.. 4748 8392
Mercer 3587 29S1

Monmouth. . 8005 3451
Ocean 1841 730

Total 12681 10561
Maj. for Olden, 2,120.

III. Olden. Wright.

Hunterdon... 2726 8445
Middlesex . . 8253 2497
Somerset... 2011 1838
Warren .... 2116 2842

Total 10106 10622

Mai. for Wriglit, 516.

IV. Olden. Wright.

Kergen 1262 1518
Morris 3076 3138
Passaic 2463 1870
Sussex 1842 2528

Total. ... S643 9054
Maj. for Wright, 411.

V. Olden. Wright.
Essex 7883 7454
Hudson 3131 8726
Union 1766 1899

Total 12780 13079
Maj. for Wright, 299.

TOTAL VOTE OF STATE.

Olden, 53,815
AVright ... 51,714

Maj. for Olden,.. 1,601

Pennsylvania—1858.

CONGRESS.
Vistricts. Union, Dem.

I. Evan. Florence.

Wardl 1527 14.31
" 2 1481 1414
" 8 .... 878 1027
" 4 720 1887
" 6 part 312 449
" 7 1574 1115

Total 6492 6823
Nebinger, Anti-Lecomp-

ton I>em.,2,U2.
Florence over Ryan, 331.

IL Morris. Martin.

Ward 5 part 613 637
" 6... . 926 817
" 8 11.34 878
" 9 .... 1162 896
" 10 1818 802

Total 5653
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VIRGINIA.

GOVERNOR—(09?Kzni«<Z.)

Dift'icts, 0pp. Dmi.
II. GogKin. Letcher.

Norfolk Co.... 591 381'

Portsmouth... C78 537
Prince George 187 267
Princess Anne 867 364
Southampton 536 493
Sui-ry 134 167
Sussex 127 291

Total 4404 4038
Maj. for Goggin, 366.

John S. Millson, Dem.,
elected to Congress without
opposition.

III. Goggin. Letcher.
Caroline 619 502
Chesterfield. . 581 779
Goochland . . . 234 259
Hanover .... 572
Henrico 1248 8.50

King WUliam. 148 818
Louisa 496 397
Riclim'dCity. 2043 1588

Total 5941 5382
Maj. for Goggin, 559.

Daniel C. Dejarnette, Ind.
Detn.^ elected to Congress,
over John S. Caskie, regular
Dmi., by 100 majority,

IV. Gogr^in. Letcher.

Amelia 203 204
Brunswick.. .

.

188 482
Charlotte 406 403
Cumberland.

.

252 204
Dinwiddie. ... 230 267
Lunenburgh.

.

179 433
Mecklenburg. 384 606
Nottoway... 195 178
Petersburg... 944 636
Powhattan... 136 132
Pr'ce Edward 271 316

Total 3388 3SG1
Maj. for Letcher, 473.

William 0. Goode, Dem.,
elected over Flournoy, Ind.
Dem. Mr. Goode died be-
fore taking his seat, and his

place was filled by the elec-

tion of Roger A. Pryor, Dem.
v. Gopfrin. Letcher.

Appomattox . 263 470
Campbell.... 1385 1129
FrankUn 1010 884
H^ilifax 358 758
Henry 576 419
Patrick 603 593
Pittsylvania.. 1.396 1107

Total 5491 5360
Maj. for Goggin, 181.

Thomas S. Bocock, Dem.,
reelected to Congi-ess, with-
out opposition.

VI. GofTKin. Letcher.

Albemarle . . . 1303 931
Amherst 782 654
Bedford 1386 815
Buckingham.. 535 467
Fluvanna 482 326 v

Greene 126 387
'

Madison 132 586
Nelson 739 3S3

Total 5435 4549
Maj. for Goggin, 886.
Shelton F. Leake, Ind.

Dem., elected to Congress
by 1,550 maj. over Powell,
»egular De7n,

Vn. Gopffin. Letcher.

Alexandria . . 874 620
Oulpeper 497 475
JairfM 691 717

VIRGINIA.

GOVERNOR—(Cbnitnued.)

Di.-ilrirts. 0pp. Dem.
VII. Gopijin. Letcher.

Fauquier ... 931 1020
King George. 205 196
Orange.. .. 426 879
Prince Wm. . . 251 712
Rappah'nock. 609 468
Spottsylvania 498 588
Stafford 299 607

Total 5181 5677

Shackelford, Ind. Dem.,
received 430 votes for Con-
gress.

Maj. for Letcher, 496.

Wm. Smith, Dem., elected
to Congi-ess by 802 maj.

VIIL GoRpin. Letcher.
Berkeley .... 883 1057
Clarke 252 871
Frederick 888 1124
HampsMre .. 701 1063
Jefferson .... 657 875
Loudoun 1798 722
Morgan 274 261
Page 130 960
Warren 215 456

Total 5998 6
Maj. for Letcher, 891.

Alex. R. Boteler, 0pp.,
elected to Congress by 167
majority.

nC. Gofrpin. Letcher.

Augusta 2170 1402
Bath 230 231
Hardy 771 854
Highland .... 229 478
Pendleton. ... 883 411
Rockbridge . . 1230 1208
Rockingham . 700 2402
Shenandoah.. 273 1912

Total 5986 83
Maj. for Letcher, 2,412.

John T. Harris, Ind. Dem.,
elected to Congress, over
Skinner, regular Dem,., by

\

931 majority.

X. Gogein. Letcher.
Brooke 213 869
Hancock .... 144 804

\

Marion 468 1197
Marshall 828 683
Monongalia.. 641 975
Ohio 1823 1030
Pleasants 76 146
Preston 505 810'
Taylor 530 551
Tyler 289 460
Wetzel 65 809

Total 5082 7284

1

Maj. for Letcher, 2,202.

Sherrard Clemens, Dem.,
reelected to Congress, with-
out opposition.

XI. Gopgin. Letcher.
Barbour 426 817

\

Braxton 849 817
Cabell 413 504'
Calhoun 26 277

!

Doddridge ... 104 609
Gilmer 60 325
Harrison ... 780 1092
Jackson 883 510
Kanawha 1138 467
Lewis 259 649
Mason 583 44S

;

Putnam 451 427
Kandolfi.... 226 4.30

Ritchie 137 422
!

Roane 302 261 -

Tucker 17 176
Upshur 292 422 <

VIRSmiA.
GOVERNOR—(C!>n«n!i«<i.)

Districts. 0pp. Dem.
XI. Goggin. Letcher.

Wirt 136 302
Wood 836 660

Total 6928 9115
Maj. for Letcher, 2,187.
Elbert G. Jenkins, Dem.,

elected to Congress by 1,838
majority over Laidley, Ojip.

XII. Goggin. Letcher.

Alleghany ... 210 855
Boone 150 292
Botetourt.... 486 714
Clay 90 49
Craig 92 256
Fayette 846 885
Floyd 522 839
GUes 463 852
Greenbrier .. 889 779
Logan 94 480
Mercer 557 429
Monroe 845 672
Montgomery. 615 888
Nicholas 864 803
Pocahontas.. . 184 419
Raleigh 881 143
Roanoke 283 409
Wayne 269 820
Wyoming.... 170 78

Total 6960 7167
Maj. for Letcher, 207.

No opposition to H. A.
Edmundson, Dem., for Con-

se.

XIII. Goggin. Letcher.

Buchanan ... 73 164
Carroll 461 344
Grayson 884 497
Lee 688 624
McDoweU.... 115 33
Pulaski 814 239
RusseU 751 404
Scott 600 559
Smyth 598 454
TazeweU 541 621
Washington.. 966 870
Wise 208 226
Wythe 743 775

Total 6442 5810
Maj. for Goggin, 632.

Elbert S. Martin, Ind.
Dem., elected to Congress
by 803 majority over Floyd,
regular Dem.

TOTAL VOTE OP STATE.
Opposition.

Governor..Gogpn.. 71,543
AtVy Gen..¥xtiion.. 64,368

Democrats.
Governor-.Tjetcher.. 77,112
Att'y Gen..Tuck.er. .. 78,124

Maj. for Letcher, 5,569

;

do. for Tucker, 8,756.

North Carolina—1859.
CONGRESS.

Di.itricis. 0pp. Dem.
I. Smith. Shaw.

Bertie 665 606
Camden 5.S8 109
Chowan 294 286
Currituck 236 658^
Gates 452 406
Halifax 562 759)
Hertford 479 293 '

Martin 852 750
\

Northampton. 599 758 }

Pasquotank... 569 840;
Perquimans . . 431 280

)

Tyrrell 897 131 )

Wasliington. . 471 255 \

Total 6045 5531 ?

Maj. for SmLh, 514. •.

) NORTE CAROLINA.
? CONGRESS—(Continued.)

) Di-itricU. 0pp. Dem.
) II. Scattering. Ruffin.
/Beaufort 140 837
I Carteret — 202

\ Craven 80 375

^
Edgecomb ... 4 867

s Greene 50 235
)Hyde 16 183

I
Jones 59 140

1 Lenoir 17 810
\ Onslow 88 897
Pitt 61 509

S Wayne 11 827

) Total 476 4882
> Maj. for RuflBn, 3,906.

\ Ul. •McDnfBe. Winslow.
Bladen 192 388

) Brunswick ... No return.
/Columbus 92 272
{ Cumberland.. 404 1039

\
Duplin 67 780

I New-Hanover 90 789
J Richmond ... No return.
) Robeson — 825
< Sampson 104 693

\
Total 949 4186

s Maj. for Winslow, 8,237.

c * Independent Democrat.

( IV. Sanders. Branch.
\ Franklin 282 626
I GranviUe .... 290 675
Johnson 646 860
Nash 66 879
Orange 572 729
Wake 696 1405
Warren 57 653

Total 2459 582T
Maj. for Branch, 3,868.

V. Gilmer. WilliamB.
Alamance ... 576 689
Caswell 188 836
Chatham 983 862
Guilford 2047 468
Montgomery.. 639 179
Moore 529 559
Person 201 502
Randolph 1203 427

Total 6861 4512
Maj. for Gilmer, 1,849.

VL Leach. Scales.

Alexander.. . . 589 866
Allegany 147 883
Ashe 739 452
Davidson 1470 79S
Davie 681 879
Forsyth 955 1061
Iredell 1583 472
Rockingham.. 402 1417
Stokes <. 617 768
Surry 601 926
Yadkin 982 097

Total 8566 T664
Maj. for Leach, 902.

VIL Wallnip. CrMge.
Anson 765 267
Cabarrus .... 617 858
Catawba 181 688
Cleveland.... 106 729
Gaston 96 70S
Lincoln 192 489
Mecklenburg. 411 777
Rowan 756 849
Stanly 771 63
Union 280 627

Total 4075 549£
Maj. for Craige, 1,420.

VIII. Vance. Coleman.
Buncombe . . . 633 853
Burke 559 414
Caldwell 523 228
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NORTH CAROLINA.

CONGRESS—(CoiiW/iu^'?.)

675
SOT
681

DiH'Vls.
VIII.

Cherokee
Haywood
Henderson...
Jackson 245

Macon 489

Madison 334

McDoweU ... 4T6
Polk 157

Rutherford .

.

767
Watauga .... 821

Wilkes 1190

Yancy 463

Total 8026

Maj. for Vance, 1,6

GEORGIA.
CONGRESS—(ConrtHKe-2.)

DMricU. 0pp. Deni

GEORGIA. LOUISIANA.

393
449
514
3TG
839
425
351
180
643
191
359
616

Douglas. Crawford.

;
Webster 275

I Wilcox 8
Worth 109

216 <

259 !

CONGRESS—(CWn(inu«J.)

Jjist' irtf. Opv.
VII. ii\\\.

Baldwin 813
Greene 6'29

27^ I Hancock 391
/ Jasper 449

8279^ Jones 1S9
Morgan ,382

Newton 723
Putnam 283

Total 6437

Bethune, Ind., received
417 votes for Congress.

Crawford over Douglas, { Twi^'psT. .'...', 167
Washington . . 573

m. Hardeman. Spoor. ) Wilkinson. ... 893

1,842.

'Bibb ...
•^ Butts 825

6331 ) Crawford .... 248
Harris 683
Houston 534
'Monroe 633
;
Pike 423

I Spaulding . .

.

445

879'

881

:

Oem.
Harper.

8o5
247
209
883
282
189
745
832
825
639
557

4353

•30NGKESS— (A/,

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.

Opposition,

Cbnfl'., '59.... 0pp.,... 36957

Gov'nor, '5S...McKae, 89965 ) Talbot 564
5 Taylor 820

Democrats. / — '
. Y

Cong., '59. . . .Dem., .. 43928

Gov'nor, '58...EUis . . . 56222 ( Total 5636 5483

453;
556 (

580 <

618
<

474 <

492;

Total.... 4492
Maj. for Hill, 139.

VIII. WriKht. Jones.

292

Dem. maj. on Congress,
|

6,971; EUis, 16,257.

Maj. for Hardeman, 153.

IV.

Georgia—1859,
CONGRESS.

Bi'tric

Applmg 37
Berrien 165
Brooks 289
Bryan 123
Bulloch 21

Camden 43
Chatham 649
Charlton 11
Clinch 105
Coffee 41
Colquitt 84
EcholB 49
Ettingham. . .

.

254
Emanuel 131
Glynn 41
Irwin 9

Johnson 146
Laurens 187
Liberty 115
Lowndes 216
Mcintosh 72
Montgomery.. 259
Pierce
Tattnall
Telfair 140
Thomas 428
Ware 44
VS^ayne 22

Opp. Dem.
Mclntyre. Love.

448
845
300
152
509
137
696
190
261
279
144
132
170
465

Campbell 839
CarroU 443
Clayton 283
Cobb 552
Coweta 477
De Kalb 363
Payette 815
Fulton 899
Heard 8-37

Henry 653
Merriwether

.

592
Troup 750

Wriprht. Gartrell.

I'^^^Dade...
^•JO

) Fannin .

J.52
'. Floyd

777,
1169-

357;
1180'

775;
703 <

544;
1221

,

565 <

598,
672 <

816;

Total 6053 8877 i

Maj. for Gartrell, 2,824.

Shackelford. Underw'd.

1236
628
514

1121
324
415

Burke 851
Columbia 417
Elbert 413
Glascock 64
Jefferson 454
Lincoln 186
Oglethorpe... 875
Richmond ... 1103
Scriven 259
TalUaferro ... 211
Warren 845
Wilkes 329

514
407
518
232
339
220
458
920
282
188
442
392

4912Total 4507
Maj. for Jones, 405.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.
Opposition.

Governor .Akin 42195
Corafl'ress. .Opposition36419

Deinocri

Governor .Brown 6-3S06

Con^fre.'iS. .Dem., 61134

Majori's.—Brown, 21,611

;

Congress, 24,715.

Cass.
Catoosa
Chattooga . .

.

Cherokee

19
176

151
80

223
109
13

839
127

-, , J Gilmer 77
21° Gordon 257
2-^0 Haralson .... 28
If* Milton 132
,»5 Murray 118

11^ ) Paulding .... 43
2''1

> Pickens 72

Louisiana—1859.

CONGRESS.
Di^tiii-ts. _ Opp. De.m.

li^ny. LttSere.

Orleans, Rt. Bk.
" 2d Dist.
" 8d Dist.

ggg { Plaquemines. .

.

9g2 '

S'- Bernard

740^
306^
390';

197
999
904
67
48

128
70S
493
814
153

Total 2215 1796
Maj. for Bouligny, 419.

Bienvenu received 497ila( -.^.v-.^..-".-

871 s
votes for Congress,

Total 3881
Maj. for Love, 8,366.

192)
477'

231
125 <

72iT

Polk 48
Walker 190
Whitfield ... 155

751 \
II.

431 .' Ascension 335

740 ; Assumption 215

1129 \ Jefferson 410
. ) Lafourche 269

Nichols. Taylor.

418

II.

Baker 92
Calhoun 102
Chattahoochee 242
Clay 225
Decatur. 517
Doolev 230
Dougherty... 197
Early 93
Lee 209
Macon 885
Marion 818
Miller 48
Mitchell 97
Muscogee . .

.

682
Pulaski 143
Quitman 157
Randolph 544
Schley 217
Stewart 572
Sumter 592

Terrell 87!:

Douglas. Crawford.

207

544

Total 2162
, . „.„

,r •. ^ TT ., A ^
4th Dis. 856

Majority for Underwood,
gj_ ^^^.^^^^ _ _ gg

1"'^' '•
\ St. James 273

Lytle. Jackson. ) St. John Baptiste 175
504^ St. Mary 169
511 >St. Martin 476
552

\ Terrebonne 427
555

)

851 > Total 4459
699 s Maj. for Taylor, 1,449
"°' f IIL Cannon. Davidson.

VL
etna I Banks 67

g^^ Clarke 232
i)K<i ') Dawson 65

511 ) Forsyth 293
Franklin
Gwinnett

.

65

299 \
*jwinneii, .... 283

ofiQ { Habersham..

.

336
oT^iHall 592

2s4^Hart 73

3g7 i Jackson 880

201 \
Lumpkin 72

353 , Madison 152

749 ) Rabun 17

406'

199

5908

587
) Avoyelles.

768 > CarroU ,

TiV? > ^ ^-,

;
Towns 19

^^^ ) Union 43

468 ^Walton., 416

218^ White 96

557
~

507
274

Total 8251

Maj. for Jackson, 6,S

702 \ Catahoula —
739 - Concordia —
465

; E. Baton Rouge 283
541 ) E. Feliciana ... 285
252

^ Iberville —
*5^^7 ^ Livingston —
582; Madison 11
368 s Point Coupee .

.

—
' St. Helena Rejected. ^

St. Tammany. .

.

60 293 )

' Tensas — 250 .'

654?
753^
513)
179

675^
450)
4(U
4:37

256 >

575 <

9M4

f'ent.

.JD. Davidwn.
Washington 6*J iUfi

' W. Baton Rouge — 162
;w. Feliciana... 22 208

;
Total ..... 726 02S8

\ Maj. for Davidson, 5,562.

I

IV. Jonev. Landrum.
, BienvUle 127 799
' Bossier 180 5*4
;

Caddo 320 822
I Calcasieu Rejected.
Caldwell 55 19«
Claiborne 90 957
De Soto 33 648
Franklin 320 202

;
Jackson 150 754

, Lafayette 8 278
'Morehouse 303 412
\
Nachitoches ... 440 70S

; Ouachita 103 429
> Rapides 562 889

)
Sabine Rejected.

) St. Landry Rejected.
Union 392 768
Vermillion Rejected.
Winn 166 880

Total .8220 8823
Maj. for Landrum, 5,6o3.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.
OitposilUm.

Governor.. .Vi^eWa . . . 15587
Lt. Gov. . .Ray .... 16047
Sec. State. .Blake. . . 15156

DeinornUfi.

Governor.. .Jiioore . . 24434
Zt. Gov. ...Hyams.. 24913
Sec. State . . Hard v . . 25142

Texas-1859.

This State elected State

Officers and Congressmen in

1859. The Congressional
^Bte was as follows :

CONGRESS.
Dl-'tiirts. Tnd. Dem.

I. Ochiltree. Reagan.
Anderson 214 834
Angelina 50 801
Bowie 10 370
Cass 252 755
Chambers .... 88 99
Cherokee 284 1165
CoUn 8 nil
Cooke 24 875
Dallas 70 894
Denton 13 628

Fannin 26 1113
Grayson 25 938
Harrison No return.

Henderson No return.

Hopkins 53 991

Houston 87 681

Hunt IS 796

Jack . 8 115

Jasper . . ... 17 833

Jefferson 24 98

Kaufman 91 514

L.amar 25 996

Liberty 53 273

Nacogdoches... 226 638

Newton 30 218

Orange 46 109

Panola 74 630

Polk 49 534
Red River IS 835
Rusk 178 1476
Sabine 63 147

San Augustine. . IS 863
Skelbv 50 685

Smith 233 903
Titus 57 956
Trinity 94 874
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TEXAS.

Hued.)CONGRESS—(Cbii^ii

DifliMs. Jnd. Hem. \

Ochiltree. Rougan. <

TEXAS.

CONGRESS—(Coniinued.)

DiKtrictJi. Ind. Vem.
Hamilton. Waul.

Tyler 30
Upshur IG'2

Fan Zandt 36
iVise 81
Wood 76
Voung —

5-25 ) Washington ... 641 678
730 Webb 116 86

;
Wharton 82 119

) AVilUamson 458 204
> Zapata 43 180

840;
239'

553;
93 <

Total 8464 2397T 1

Total 17198 16007

Maj. for Hamilton, 1,191

;

Maj. for Reagan, 20,513 ; ) do. for Houston, 4,373.

do. for Houston, independ- Hamilton ran as an inde-
ent candidate for Governor, "> pendent Democrat. Hardin
*»^^'

S R. Runnells was the regular

Hamilton. Waul. <
Democratic Candidate for

Atascosa 172
'

90 >
Governor. Runnells beat

Austin 855 533 ) Houston, for the same office,

Bandera 18 26 < tw^o years before, by 9,805

Bastrop 858 424 >
majority.

Bee No return.
Bell 818
Bexar 766
Blanco 118
Bosque 127
Brazoi-ia 118
Brazos 118
Bi-own 27
Burleson 373
Burnett 285
Caldwell 295
Calhoun 146
Cameron 4
Colorado 357
Comal 86
Comanche 100
Coryell 203
De Witt 904
ElUs . - SOS
El Paso 57
Earth 209
Falls 218
Fayette 566
Fort Bend 173
Freestone . . 250
Galveston 837
Gillespie •.. 69
GoUad 193
Gonzales 450
Grimes 419
Guadaloupe 229
Hamilton 48
Harris 836

274
991
42^
53'

809

93
802
179
418
273
89
25

101
281
271
207
23

112
651
172
805
400
147
133
427
254
818

7
598

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.

Independently.

Governar.. Honaton, 36227
Lt. Gov Clark,. . . 81453
a ndOffice Croshy... 28828
Congress. . .Indep'nt 20662

Democrats.

Governor. .Runnells, 27500
Lt. Gov Lubbock, 30325
C.VdQfficeyfbHe.... 83808
Congress. . .Deia., ... 399S4

Major's.—Houston, 8,727

;

Clark, 1,188 ; White, 4,975
;

Hays No return.

Hidalgo 3
Hill 216
Jackson 141
Johnson 349
Karnes 150
Kerr 81
Lapassas 212
Lavacca 329
Leon 874
Limestone 213
Live Oak ...... 86
Llano 81
McLennan 848
Madison 168

Tennessee.—1859.

CONGRESS.
DistricL'. 0pp. Dem.

I. Nelson. Haynes.
Carter 812 842
Cocke 945 587
Greene 1062 2026
Hancock 867 641
Hawkins — 174
Jefiferson 1602 654
Johnson 547 218
Sevier 1058 261
Sullivan 542 1589
Washington.... 996 1835

Total 7931 T827

Maj. for Nelson, 104.

II. Maynarii, Ramaay.
Anderson 839 844
Campbell 451 540
Claiborne 775 676
Fentress No return.

Grainger 1206 743
Knox 2593 916
Morgan 248 280

228 ') Overton 864 1481

9.S
"

227 (

170 <

57!
134 <

81

;

32;
64<

830
879
835
60
76

Mason No return.

168;
199 I

208!

> Scott No return.

Total 6476 4980

Maj. for Maynard, 1,546.

III. Brabson. Smith.

Bledsoe 492 330
Blount 1273 723
Bradley 795 1028
Cumberland—with Bledsoe.
Hamilton 1234 918
Marion 481 893
Meigs 150
Monroe 943
McMinn 1054
Polk 879
Rhea 348
Roane 1044

Travis 595 428/ S«quatchle 179

Uvalde No return.

Victoria No return.

Walker 435 845 i Maj. for Brabson, 59,

Matagorda 63
Medina 58
Milam 817
Montague —

•

Montgomery . . . 262
Navarro 870
Nueces 225
Palo Pinto 151
Parker 495
Presideo No return.

Refugio No return.

Robertson 229 185
San Patricio ... 17 81

San Saba 158 14
Starr No return.

Tarrant ..... 448 2-38)

177 <

801!
189 <

28!
198

610
1067
1094
742
481
889
138

Total 8372 8813

TENNESSEE.

CONGRESS—(Continued.)

JDiKirida. Opp. Dem.
IV. Stokes. Savage.

Coffee 447 909
DeKalb 825 753
Grundy 66 385
Jackson 1426 1043
Macon 556 437
Smith 1598 674
VanBuren 153 166
Warren 528 1043
White 1034 750

Total 6633 6160
Maj. for Stokes, 478.

V. Hatton. "Ready.
Cannon 520 860
Rutherford ....1452 1531
Sumner 810 1642
Williamson.... 1609 728
Wilson 2828 1083

Total 6719 5844

Maj. for Hatton, 875.

* Independent, supported by the
Democrats.

VI. Thomas.
Bedford „• 1450
Franklin ta 1540
Lincoln ."2 2398
MarshaU "g 1472
Maury ^ 2168

Total ^ 9023

Dem. maj. for Gov., 4,278.

VII. Gibbs. Wright.
Benton 29 882
Decatur 229 512
GUes 259 1569
Hardin 389 958
Hickman 89 1119
Humphreys 204 735
Lawrence 258 949
Lewis 5 253
McNairy 831 1170
Perry 208 555
Wayne 210 678

Total 2711 9380

Mag. for Wright, 6,669.

VIII. Qnarles. Menees.
Cheatham—with Davidson.
Davidson 8383 2462
Dickson 447 837
Montgomery... 1370 1015
Robertson 1248 1120
Stewart 551 802

Total 6994 6286

Maj. for Quarles, 758.

IX. Ethcridge. Atk
Carroll 1720 1023
Dyer 786 665
Gibson 1967 1885
Henry 1019 1844
Henderson 1315 799
Lauderdale 464 419
Obion 682 1072
Tipton 875 607
Weakley 1159 1616

Total 9437 9480

Maj. for Etheridge, 7.

X. Sneed. Averv.

Fayette 921 929
Hardeman 600 1108
Haywood 778 903
Madison 1362 876

Shelby 1987 2138

Total 5648 6954

Maj. for Avery, 806.

Currin, Ind., received 286
votes for Congress.

TENNESSEE.
I TOTAL VOTE OP THE STATK.

) Oppof^Ition.

Gov Netheriand . . 68218
{ Cong Opposition . .60921

\ Democrats.

\
Gov Harris 76226

) Cong Democratic. .78079

\ Majorities.—Harris, 8,008

;

; Dem. maj. on Cong., 12,158.

)
LEGISLATURE—1859.

) Senate.. .Opp., 11; Dem., 14

j
House....Opp., 34; Dem., 41

Eentucky-1859.

CONGRESS.
Districts. Opp. Dvm.

I. Morrow, Burnett.

Ballard 97 718
CaldweU 180 681
Calloway 118 1221
Crittenden 234 753
Fulton 140 442
Graves 277 1429
Hickman 45 671
Hopkins 166 1316
Livingston 251 426
Lyon 48 433
Marshall 34 916
McCracken .... 217 699
Trigg 123 978
Union 818 857

Total 2248 11540
Maj. for Burnett, 9,292.

II. Jackson. Peyton.

Breckinridge... 921 708
Butler 509 655
Christian 987 1057
Daviess 1242 1448
Grayson 565 590
Hancock 421 474
Henderson 878 896
McLean No return.

Mechlenburg .. 883 1070
Ohio 793 1141

Total 7199 7989
Maj. for Peyton, 740.

ni. Bristow. Sole.

Allen 547 709
Barren 1697 1336
Edmonson No return.

Hart 459 783
Logan 1453 4«4
Monroe 668 581
Simpson 407 567
Todd 726 426
Warren 1212 789

Total 7164 5575
Maj. for Bristow, 1,589.

IV, Anderson. Chrisman.

Adair 647 1097
Boyle 789 308
Casey 696 448
Clinton 812 578
Cumberland ... 662 86S
Greene 482 681
Lincoln 935 440
Pulaski 1214 1875
RusseU 479 483
Taylor 857 648

Wayne 741 831

Total 7204 7201

Maj. for Anderson, 8.

V. Jewett. •Brown.

Anderson 594 471

I
BuUitt 809 509
Hardin 782 966

; Larue 493 861

\ Marion 540 965
. Meade 887 500

^ * Independent Democrat.
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KENTUCKY.
OONORESS—(CV)/i(i/i«a;.)

Dint, ills. 0)ij>. Drin.
V. JeWHtt. Brown.

Mercer 85S IICS
Nelson 49T 999
Spencer 806 380
Washington 900 609

Total 5066 6927
Maj. for Brown, 1,861.

VI. Adams. Garrard,

Breathitt 299 394
Clay 418 511
Estill 556 493
Floyd 42T 673
Garrard 812 S70
Harlan 490 213
Jackson 170 132
Johnson 54 760
Knox 807 814
Laurel 429 374
Letcher 223 227
Madison 1267 943
Owsley 466 814
Perry 265 270
Pike 277 664
Eock Castle.... 499 246
Whitley 715 843

Total 8164 7241
Maj. for Adams, 923.

VII. Mallory. Holt,

Henry 646 1029
Jefferson 4256 8324
Oldham 853 536
Shelby 1161 786

Total 6416 5675
Maj. for Mallory, 741.

Vm. Harlan. Simms.
Bourbon 965 6S4
Fayette 1410 9S6

)

Franklin 863 819 )

Harrison 926 1317
Jessamine 59S 587
Nicholas 737 1009
Scott 732 1062
Woodford 634 463

Total 6865 6932
Maj. for Simms, 67.

L.T. J.W.
IX. Moore. Moore.

'

Bath T43 1040
Carter 484 832'

Clarke 935 412!
Fleming 952 923 .

Greenup 1163 854
Lawrence 809 496
Lewis 664 731
Mason 1274 875
Montgomery . . . 587 502
Morgan 562 1147
Powell 190 166
Rowan 142 244 ^

Total 8505 8227
Maj. forL. T. Moore, 278.

X, Jones. Stevenson.
Bracken 754 773
Boone 826 970
CampbeU 689 1242
Carroll 866 628
Gallatin 882 492
Grant 663 800
Kenton 950 1706
Owen 415 1439
Pendleton 615 871
Trimble 179 474

i

Total 5889 9295^
Maj. for Stevenson, 8,466.

\

TOTAL VOTE OF STATE. >

Oppnuition. ?

Oovei'itor. .Bell 67,271 )

Congress. . .0pp., . ... 64,670
;

Deinnr, ijtx. \

Governor. .Magoffin 76,187 ;

Conffress. . .Dem.,. .. 76,552 I

Missouri—1858.

CONGRESS.
Vi-yt' icOi. Ttfp. Df^i.

I. Blair. Barrett.

St. Louis 6631 7057

Breckinridge, Am., 5668.

Barrett over Blair, 426.*

• Contested by Frank Blair, who
finally obtained the Beat ; but re-
i^igned and referred the matter
buck to the People.

Dislriits. 0pp. Pern.
n. Henderson. Anderson.

Audrain 412 599
Boone 481 1856
Calloway.... 867 1696
Lincoln 462 1038
Marion 956 1068
Monroe 526 1240
Montgomery.. 441 601
Pike 1122 1233
Ralls 873 592
St. Charles ... 659 902
Warren 290 577

Total 6089 10902
Maj. for Anderson, 4,813.

In the Third District, John
B. Clark, Dem, was elected
without opposition.

rV, Adams. Craip,
Andrew 598 1021
Atchison 153 511
Buchanan . . . 730 1997
Caldwell 270 888
Clay 993 826
Clinton 504 545
Daviess 507 848
De Kalb 195 512
Gentry 464 1266
Harrison 594 852
Holt 460 550
Nodaway 162 825
Platte 1128 1412
Ray 1066 891

Total 7824 12489
Maj. for Craig, 4,615.

V. Reid. Woodson.
Benton 502 253
Cass 449 ,617
Cole 744 116
Cooper 727 853
Henry 221 762
Jackson 1447 1075
Johnson 515 850
Lafayette 340 936
MUler 450 176
Moniteau 891 649
Morgan 285 868
Pettis 207 455
Saline 669 832

Total 6947 7942
Smith, I)id., 2,038.
Woodson over Reid, 995.

VI. Richardson. Phelps. <

Bates 10 826)
Barton 59 193)
Barry 232 687 <

Camden 241 242 >

Cedar 220 628
J

Dade 213 652 <

DaUas 462 272 5

Gasconade . .

.

541 245
\

Greene 1185 1029)
Hickory 168 850 ^

HoweU 156 97
^

Jasper 844 434 5

Laclede 855 878;;
Lawrence 508 566

]

Maries 36 472 ^

McDonald ... 153 846
\

Newton 410 779 )

Oregon 137 189)
Osage 427 451

^

Ozark and { „,„ „.„ )

Douglas.
J

^^^ ^'3,1

Mjssouni.

CONGRE.SS—(r>»itinu«i.)

Vi-lridj,. 0pp. Drm.
VI. Rlchar,l.on. Phelp.. \

Polk 072 cSo:
Pulaski 118 256
St. Clair 114 721
Stone 118 178
Taney 206 486
Texas 124 673
Vernon 41 409
AVebster 626 579
Wright 84 8S9

Total 8050 13424
Maj. for Phelps, 5,374.

VII. Zev-hr. Noell.
Bollinger 136 523
Butler 93 211
CapeGirard'u 734 548
Crawford 150 423
Dent 52 46S
Dunklin 383 58
Franklin .... 1012 767
Iron 353 174
Jefferson 364 620
Madison 81 6.54

Mississippi... 126 877
New-Madrid . 227 827
Pemiscot 55 268
Perry 150 759
Phelps 71 498
Reynolds .... 173 187
Ripley 66 412
Scott 298 892
Shannon 12 197
St. Genevieve 278 897
St. Francois . 349 608
Stoddard 217 472
Washington .

.

273 702
Wayne 2U0 453

Total 6808 10404
Maj. for Noell, 4,696.

At the same election
vote was taken for Superin-
tendent of Public Schools,
at which Starke, Dem., was
chosen over Provines, Am.,
by 33,384 majority.

Ohio—1859.
GOVERNOR.

DiitrirU. J!fp Dem.
. I. & IL Dennison. Ranney.
Hamilton 13285 1417'3

Maj. for Ranney, 893.

ni. Pen. Ran.
Butler 2233 3479
Montgomery. 4747 4615
Preble 2261 1496

Total 9246 9590
Maj. for Ranney, 344.

IV. Den. Ran.
Allen 1574 1656
Auglaize 696 1277
Darke 2201 2454
Mercer 540 1057
Miami 2722 1839
Shelby 1852 1517

Total 9085 9800
Maj. for Ranney, 715.

V. Den. Ran,
Defiance 778 1033
Fulton 1037 707
Hancock 1674 1796
Henry 670 841

Lucas 2225 2073
Paulding 441 826
Putnam 785 1087
Van Wart ... 837 865
Williams 1191 1013
Wood 1429 1021

Total 11017 10812

Mcy. for Pennison, 205.

OUIO.

OOVF.RNOK—Condnu^-J.)
JJiidnrO,. iirp. Item

VI. Dennis-m. EanscT.
Adama 1405 ITift

Brown 16.57 22t75

Clermont 2639 29!»8

Highland.. . 2168 2175

Total 7919 9191
Maj. for Ranney, 1,272.

VII. Den. Ri»n.

Clinton 1721 1019
Fayette 1093 761
Oreene 2466 1862
Madison 101

S

926
Warren 2689 1615

Total 8987 6636
Maj. for Dennison, 8,301.

VIII. Den. Ran.
Champaign .. 1732 1612
Clarke 2249 1574
Delaware 23.53 1776
Logan 1650 1238
Union 1241 910

Total 9230 7110
Maj. for Dennison, 2,120.

IX. Den. Ran.
Crawford 1550 2253
Hardin 1152 1127
Marion 1333 1891
Ottaway 828 573
Sandusky 1473 1822
Seneca 2461 2661
Wyandotte .. 1295 1390

Total . . 9597 11227
Maj. for Ranney, 1,630.

X. Den. Ran.
Gallia 1.365 1357
Jackson 1198 1239
Lawrence 1450 1246
Pike 669 1085
Ross 2687 26aS
Scioto 1603 1424

Total 8377 9039
Maj. for Ranney, 162.

XL Den. Ran.
Athens 1S43 1237
Fairfield 1894 2321
Hocking 976 1897
Meigs 1912 1437
Perry 1898 2281
Vinton 979 1049

Total 9002 10222
Maj. for Ranney, 1,220.

XII. Den. Ran.
Franklin 3763 4634
Licking .3030 8433
Pickaway . . . 1710 2147

Total 8502 10219
Maj. for Ranney, 1,717.

Xin. Den. Ran.
Erie 1933 1635
Huron 2924 1568
Morrow 1919 1^70
Richland.... 2735 2952

Total 9561 7825
Maj. for Dennison, 1,786.

XIV. Den. Ran.
Ashland 1834 1914
Lorain 8391 1689
Medina 2413 1457
Wayne 2944 82S5

Total 10682 8815
XV. Den. Ra-i.

Coshocton . . . 2t9S 2461
Holmes 1241 19M
Knox 2603 2538
Tuscarawas.. 2S31 2778

Total S373 9731
Maj. for Ranney, 863.
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OHIO.

GOVERNOR—(ro»<;niw(£.)

Distrirts. Bef). Dem.
XVI. Dennis™. Rannev.

Morgan 1,S:35 130S
;

Muskingum... 8604 8467,
Washington.. 2198 1781 <

Total 7637 6556 I

Maj. for Dennison, 1,081.

XVri. Den. Ran.
Belmont 2280 2591'
Guernsey.... 2103 1663!
Monroe 757 1585 <

Noble 1448 1355 <

Total 6588 7194,
Maj. for Ranney, 606.

XVIII. Den. Ran.
Portage 2620 2038'
Starke 3725 4005 ,

Summit 2560 1734 <

Total 8905 77771
Maj. for Dennison, 1,128.

XIX. Den. Ran.
Cuyahoga . . . 5834 4115 '

Geauga 1881 529
|

Lake 1S07 538 <

Total 9522 5182!

M^. for Dennison, 4,340.

XX Den. Ran.
Ashtabula . .

.

8737 1049
\

Mahoning . .

.

2424 2041
Trumbull .... 8143 1791

Total 9304 4881

Maj. for Dennison, 4,423.

XXI. Den. Ran.
Carroll 1600 1255;
Columbiana... 8125 2235,
Harrison 1764 13S4 '

Jefferson 2294 1822

Total S7S3 6696'

Maj. for Dennison, 2,087.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.

Dennison, Rep., 184,502
Ranney, Dem., 171,266

;

Maj. for Dennison, 13,230

Michigan—1859.
CHIEF JUSTICE.

Diiitricts. Bep. Dem,.
I. Martin. Felch.

Jackson 2702 232]
Livingston... 1713 1810
Washtenaw.. 3231 8088
Wayne 8894 4212

Total 11540 11431

Maj. for Martin, 109.

n. Martin. Felch.

Branch 2191 1221
Cass 1518 1276
Hillsdale .... 2643 1501
Lenawee 3865 2537
Monroe 1714 1850
St. Joseph . . . 1934 1428

Total 18865 9313

Maj. for Martin, 4,052.

III. Martin. Felch.

AUagan 1293 1396
Barry 1535 948
Berrien 1816 1941
Oalhoun 2915 2068
CUnton -..4.32 1131
Eaton 1758 13.32

Gratiot 449 241

Ionia 18S7 1223

MICHIGAN:
CHIEF JUSTICE—(Cond-'d.)

DMricls. Be-p. T>fm.
III. Martin. Felch.

Kalamazoo . . 2326 1513
Kent 8199 2443
Mason 78 32
Montcahn ... 469 814
Newago 287 245
Oceana 124 182
Ottawa 1643 1076
VanBuren... 1598 1307

^ INDIANA.
CONGRESS—(COTi(iHu«f.)

Dintricts. Bfji. Dem.
III. Dnnn. Hughes.

Lawrence ... 1095 880
Monroe 1075 964
Switzeriand.. 1121 1088

Total 22804 17837
Maj. for Martin, 5,467.

TV. Martin. Felch.

Alpena 88 —
Bay 145 134
Cheboygan .. 1 111
Chippewa 40 86
Emmett 21 147
Genesee 2122 1576
Gr'd Traverse 235 137
Houghton . . . 152 378
Ingham 1861 1719
Iosco 43 4
IsabeUa 42 25
Lapeer 1476 1098
Mackinac 27 153
Macomb 1982 1671
Manistee S2 47
Manitou 14 23
Marquette.. . . 120 159
Midland 123 16
Oakland 3479 8896
Ontonagon . . 154 141
Saginaw 989 911
Sanilac 908 317
Sliiawasse ... 1150 10.39

St. Clair 1982 1563
Tuscola 621 299

Total 17707 15100
Maj. for Martin, 2,607.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.

Martin, R^p., 65,916
Felch, Dem., 68,681

Maj. for Martin, .

.

12,235

Indiana—1858.
CONGRESS.

DintricU. Bep. Dem.
I. •Hovev. Niblack.

'

Daviess 734 1032,
Dubois 191 1117'
Gibson 1072 1021'
Knox 1042 1206!
Martin 441 865 '

Pike 569 612!
Posey 1299 1309 ,

;
Spencer 1210 907

I Vanderburgh. 1846 1163
!

WaiTick 542 1097 i

Total 8946 10829!

Maj. for Niblack, 1,883.

n. Wilson. English.
'

Clark 1129 1446 ,

Crawford .... 533 716 '

Floyd 15;35 1429 '

Harrison 1367 1498,
Orange 611 994'
Perry 601 985

!

Scott 556 708 !

Washington.. 1102 1522;

Total 7434 929

Maj. for English, 1,859.

III. Dunn. Hufhe
Bartholomew. 1840 1227 <

Brown 253 5iS '

Jackson 778 1249!
Jefferson .... 2378 1491
Jennings . . 1323 943 '

Total 9363 8385

Carr, A. L. Dem., 1,432.

Dunn over Hughes, 978.

rV. Hackleman. Holman.
Dearborn.... 1472 2385
Decatur 1672 1444
Franklin 1264 2135

' Ohio 424 492

!
Ripley 1381 1464
Rush 1643 1555

Total 7856 9425

Maj. for Holman, 1,569.

V. Kilgnre. Devlin.

Delaware 1293 718
Fayette 1069 933
Henry 1956 912
Randolph.... 1572 1058
Union 743 640
Wayne 2750 1665

Total 9383 5921
Maj. for Kilgore, 8,462.

VL
Hancock
Hendricks,
Johnson
Marion .

Morgan
Shelby .

Porter. Ray.
875 1040
1662 1174
1114 1415
8956 30^
1590 1402
1579 1631

INDIANA.
CONGRESS—(COTi<in«9<i.)

Dhtricts. Bep. Dem.
X. Case. Davson.

' Noble 1278 1080
;
Steuben 1113 441

, Whitley 776 866

Total 107S0 9417
Maj. for Case, 1,363.

XL Pettit. Coffiroth.

I Adams 474 842
'Blackford.... 251 879
!
Grant 1297 978
Hamilton 1471 1008
Howard 1009 622

!
Huntington . . 1218 1395

I Jay 847 772
'Madison 1209 1451
;
Tipton 605 627

, Waba&h 1797 1126
;
Wells 670 848

Total 10748 10038
Maj. for Pettit, 710.

AGGKEGATB VOTE OF STATB.
BepuhHcaiis.

, Sec. State.. ¥ee\le.. .104828
I Auditor Lange. . .105493
TV-easwrer..Harper. .105416

; Att'y Gen...Otto 105757
> >S I'ub. /?i«.Young, . .105014

Deiiineratx.

; Sec. state. .McClure, 107409
' Auditor.. . .Dodd 107242
yz-easwrer . Cun'g'm .107634

; Att'y Gen. .McDon'd 107291

;
& Rub. Jns.Rugs . . .107910

* Anti-Lecompton Democrats.

Total 10776 9716!
Maj. for Porter, 1060.

VII. *Davis. Secrest.

Clay 842 709
Greene 1266 1112
Owen 1190 759
Parke 1795 507
Putnam 1820 1656
Sullivan 1122 1100
Vermillion... 907 515
Vigo 1951 1226

Total 10893 7584
Maj. for Davis, 8,309.

Vni. Wilson. Blaie.

Boone 1500 1380
CarroU 1385 1882
Clinton 1184 1846
Fountain 1580 1626
Montgomery.. 1936 1989
Tippecanoe.. 2441 2021
Warren 1002 643

Total 11028 10387
Maj. for Wilson, 641.

IX. Colfax.

Benton 279
Cass 1527
Fulton 888
Jasper . . 643
Lake 1068
Laporte 2789
Marshall 1215
Miami 1551
Porter 1146
Pulaski 420
St. Joseph . . . 2067
Starke 144
White 809

Walker.
204

1477
927
488
550

2224
1122
1519
1025
552

1586
185
756

Total 14541 12610
Maj. for Colfax, 1,981. }

X. Case. Dawson. (

Allen 1949 2707)
DeKalb 1047 1157
Elkhart 1971 1649 <

Kosciusco 1584 1057 >

La Grange... 1062 400 J

Illinois—1858,

CONGRESS.
Dtstiids, Bep. Dovg.

I. Washburne, Briglit.

Boone 1704 286
Carroll 1137 256
Jo Daviess... 19.38 1476
Lake 1677 620
McHenry 2224 1081
Ogle 2092 815
Stephenson.. 2140 1489
Winnebago . . 2899 434

Total 15811 6467

Jackson, A.L.D., 870.

Washburne over Bright,

9,854.

ir. Farnsworth. Dyer.
Cook 10108 8278
De Kalb 2067 612
DuPage 1280 496
Kane 8172 1121
Lee 1688 689
Rock Island.. 1542 1802
Whiteside.... 1990 700

Total 21797 13198
Blackman, A.L.D., 701.

F'worth over Dyer, 8,599.

III. Lovejoy. Armstrong.
Bureau 2546 607
Champaign.. 1271 900
De Witt 992 755
Grundy 999 715
Iroquois 1199 744
Kankakee . . . 1366 852
Kendall 1423 405
LaSalle 4040 8438
Livingston.. . . 986 794
M'Lean 2570 2150
Putnam 582 299
Vermillion.... 1661 1126
Wm 2678 2198

Total 22313 14988
Le Roy, A.L.D., 1,828.

L'joy over Armst'g, 7,826.
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ILLINOIS.

CONGRESS—((7o»rt»»«!.) '

DiMiicls. Tti-p. Drm.
\

IV. KellopTK. Davidson.

Pulton 2980 8224
Henry 2242 1101
Knox 2905 1820
Marshall .... 1203 10.54

Mason 822 10.38

Mercer 1419 898
Peoria 2601 2023
Stark 929 584!
Tazewell .... 1783 1960-

Warren 1T32 1406
Woodford... 811 1152

Total 194ST 16S60
Gale, A.L.D., 553.

Kellogg over D'son, 2,627.

V. Grimsliaw. Morris.

Adams 8004 8280
Brown 590 849
Calhoun 171 507
Hancock 2054 22.34

Henderson . . 1001 755
McDonald... 1774 1944;
Pike 1991 2471
Schuyler 1063 14S9

Total.. .. 11648 13529
Davis, A.L.D., 504.

Morris over G'shaw, 1,881.

VI. Matlieny. Harris.

Cass 743 1068!
Christian 591 923 -

Greene 765 1517
Jersey 574 1059
Macoupin 1615 2093
Menard 780 851
Morgan 1789 2054
Montgomery.. 786 1222
eangamon . . . 2803 8010
Bcott 650 1002
Shelby 550 1894

ILLINOIS.

CONGRESS-
Dintricta.

IX.

Hardin .

.

Jackson .

Johnson .

Massac .

.

Perry . .

.

Pope
Pulaski..
Saline . .

.

Union . .

.

Wabash 396
White 611
Williamson .. 43
Wayne 804

-{Continiuid,)

Rev. Dem.
Phillips. Loffa

46
79
7
15

474
18
67
8
65

WISCONSIN.

GOVERNOR— (rb»(irtu.-<Z.)

Districts. lii-p. r»,m.
\

RanrlHll. Hobart.

Iowa—1859.
GOVKRNOR.

856^ Dunn 192
1225 llEau Claire... 820
1157,' Grant 2490
750^ Green 1726
798 ) Iowa 14r>l

774 / Jackson 493
589 S Juneau 1060
1143 (La Crosse.... 1219
819 ^Lafayette.... 1102
623 ) Lapointe 72

1250 ? Marathon 206
1554 ^Monroe 939
1195 ; Pepin 432

Pierce 506
Polk 161
Portage 743
Richland 745
Rock 4089
St. Croix 516
Sauk; 1659

15878 <Total 2796
Parish, A.L.D., 144.

Logan over Phillips, 18,082.

For Superin't of Public
Instruction, Bateman, Rep.,
received 124,556 votes ; / _, , „.„
French, Doug., 122,418

| ^
Trempeleau.. 366

Reynolds, Buch., 5,173.

For Treas'r, Miller, Re/p.,

received 125,430; Fondey,
Douglas Dem., 121,609

;

Dougherty, BucK'n Dem.,
5,071.

' Wood 235

175
233
1715
1141
1320
293
S74

1034
1614
109
609
578
2,55

805
141
582
647

1578
560
799
134
280

Total 27191 21080
Maj. for Randall, 6,111.

THE VOTE FOB Columbia.
Dodge
Door

At this election, Messrs. ^
Fond du Lac.

Lincoln and Douglas can^

LINCOLN AND DOUGLAS.

in. Randall.

Brown 423
Calumet 518

2595
3492

72
8214

Green Lake. 1453
2327
167
704
586

Total'.... 11646 16193

McConnell, ^.iD., 277.

Harris over Math'y, 4,547.

VII. Oglesby. Robinsfin.

Clay 424 712
Clark 1076 1405
Coles 1859 1573
Cumberland.

.

488 696
Crawford .... 693 922
Edgar 1446 1431
Eflangham. ... 214 603
Fayette 605 842
Jasper 459 619
Lawrence 455 662
Logan 1315 1174
Macon 1168 939
Moultrie 513 570
Piatt 546 480
Richland .... 499 755

Total 11760 13588
Baldwin, 4.Z.i>., 36.

K'son over Oglesby, 1,828.

Vin. Baker. Fouke.

Bond 781 700
Clinton 877 883
Jefferson 288 1193
Madison 20-54 2185
Marion 575 1142
Monroe 569 1149
Randolph.... 917 1090
St. Clair 2464 205S
Washington.. 4;35 1090

Total 8410 11490
Hope, A.L.D., 198.

Fouke over Baker, 8,030.

IX. Phillips. Lojjan.

Alexander . . 41 373
Edwards 895 267
Franklin 19 1030
Gallatin 207 815

Hamilton .... 6 1155

vassed the State for U. S. {
Jefferson .

Senator, to be chosen by the > Kewannee
Legislature then elected ;< Mamtowoc
and while Mr. Douglas car- S

Marquette.

ried a majority of the Legis- \
Oconto 852

lature, Mr. Lincoln had the ( Ozaukee 627

popular vote. The aggre- \
Outagamie ... 494

gate vote of the State for \
Shawanaw.. . . 105

members of the Legislature S
Sheboygan. . . 1772

Hobart.

1066
678

1646
8856

78
2530
662

2512
567
2134
792
446
1577

Washington.. 684
Waupacca.... 1167
Waushara . .

.

1126
Winnebago .

.

2235

87
1889
2106
624
380

1570

Total 24113 258S8
Maj. for Hobart, 1,770.

TOTAL VOTE OP THE STATE.

Maj. for Randall, . 3957

was as follows

:

lATico\n,Rep.,... 124,698
Douglas, Dem., . . 121,190
Buck. Dem,., and

Scattering, 4,683

Lincoln over Douglas, 3,508.

In Five Districts of the ,

State there were no Repub- \
Randall, Rep., 6M65

lican Candidates for the < Hobart, 2)e?7t., 59508

Legislature. In these five >

Districts, the Republican
\

State Ticket received 577 S

votes, which, added to the )

vote of Mr. Lincoln (to which I

they clearly belong), makes OrPcrnTi—IS'iq
his majority in this State,

\

UregOE 180 J.

over Douglas, 4,085.
^ CONGRESS.

Counties. R'p. Dnn.
Lo^an. Stout.

Benton 222 422
Clackamas .. 880 879
Clotsop 54 34
Columbia 63 72
Coos 52 63
Curry 54 37
Douglass 839 495
Jackson 218 663
Josephine ... 211 411
Lane 532 535
Linn 602 723
Marion 1062 296
Multnomah .

.

563 434
Polk 254 284
Tillamook ... 10 5

Umpqua 183 43
Wasco 115 255

Washington.. 856 201

Yamhill 412 318

Total 5631 5G70

Maj. for Stout, 39.

Wisconsin—1859.
GOVERNOR.

Di'itricts. Ufv. Dem.
I. Randall. Hobart.

Kenosha 1321 906
Milwaukee... 2811 6251
Racine 2111 1634
Walworth 8183 1459
Waukesha. . 2785 2295

Total 12161 12545
Maj. for Hobart, 884.

Di^tr^rl«.

Adair
Adams
Audubon
Appanoose ..

Cass
Clarke
Dallas
Davis
Decatur
Desmoines
Fremont
Guthrie
Hanison
Henry
Jasper
Jefferson

Keokuk
Lee
Louisa
Lucas
Madison
Mahaska . . .

.

Marion
Mills

Monroe
Montgomery..
Page
Polk
Potawatomie

.

Poweshiek . .

.

Ringgold . . .

,

Shelby
Taylor
Union
VanBuren. .

.

Wapello
Warren
Washington
Wayne

Rip.
rkwood.

120
177
58
627
179
462
530
717
390
1704
293
2.57

29T
1596
946
1282
1025
2159
956
521
651

1212
1256
262
749
125
877

. 1073

. 295

. 595

. 260

. 78

. 304

. 151

. 1397

. 1016

. 987

. 1203
. 416

Drm.
Dodes.

76
123
CO

985
153
851
448

1143
771

1923
604
260
851
998
705
1192
1048
2393
679
457
729

1137
1488
245
665
115
833
1048
600
411
125
96
257
193
1402
1260
609
946
535

Total 26663 26755

Maj. for Dodge, 92.

II. Randall. Hobart.

Adams 594
Bad Ax 995
Buffalo 264
Chippewa 156
Clarke 71
Crawford 619
Dane 3727
Douglas 84

293
619
414
243
42
743
8880

60

H. K
Allamakee . .

.

Benton
Black Hawk..
Boone
Bremer
Buchanan
Buena Vista.

.

Butler
Calhoun
Carroll

Cedar
Cerro Gordo..
Cherokee .

Chickasaw. .

.

Clay
Clayton
Clinton
Crawford
Delaware
Dickinson
Dubuque
Emmet
Fayette
Floyd

{ Franklin

{
Greene

j
Grundy

i Hamilton

j
Hancock
Hardin

\ Howard
Humboldt . .

,

Ida
Iowa
Jackson
Johnson
Jones
Kossuth
Linn
Marshall ....

Mitchell

Monona ....

Muscatine . .

.

Irkwood. Dodcre,

743 1025
914
815
293
417
816
2

474
17
30

1152
117
12

439
3

1630
1605
45
844
81

1751
13

1103
495
201
1-26

110
193
19
645
336
49
4

765
1273
1603
1161

75
1771
795
516
105

1467

733
550
413
488
670

6
246
17
80

1002
72
7

SOS
c

142&
1521
55
894
15

8158
5

S49
2S1
51

146
17

105
14
45S
279
20
3

549
1477
1395
1158

87
1.345

443
204
105

1864
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IOWA.
GOVERNOR—{Continiwl.)

Diftricts. Pep. Dfin.
II. Kirkwood. Dodge.

-Palo Alto S 44 <

! Plymouth.... 24 11

Pocahontas .

.

16 171
Sao 28 37

;

Scott 2208 1625 '

Story 895 i

Tama 500 295

;

Webster 252 833
;

Winnebago .

.

11 24 i

Winneshiek.. 10-22 771
Woodbury... 132 163!
Worth 98 26

1

Wright 80 52

1

Total 29741 265561
Maj. for Kii-liwood, 3,185.

TOTAL VOTE OF THE STATE.

Kirkwood, Jiep., 56404
;

i)oage, Dem., 53311;

Maj. for Kirkwood, 3093
|

MINNESOTA.
GOVERNOR—(0»i«nu««.)
Lulricts. Hep. i'eni

Ramsey. Becker.
Rice 1045 828
Scott 552 917
Sherburne . .

.

1.31 68
Sibley 3C3 526
Stearns 875 660
Steele 448 Vt
Todd No return.
Wabashaw... 798 512
Waseca 359 254
Washington.

.

953 707
Winona 1209 814
Wright 579 265 !

Carlton,
j

'

St. Louis, v.. . 88 119!
Lake,

) \

Total.. .. 21335 175831
Maj. for Ramsey, 8,752.

LEGISLATURE.

SenATE. Rep., 23; Dem., 18;
Independent, 1.

House.. Rep., 58 ; Dem., 22.

Minnesota—1859.

GOVERNOR.
Counties. Rep. Dem.

Ramsey. Becker.

Anoka 883 165
Benton 143 94
Blue Earth . . 734 560
Brown 843 300
Carver 473 524
Cass No return.

Chisago 284 156
Crow Wing. . . 8 55
Dakota 1007 1056
Dodge 593 444
FaiTibault ... 210 109
FUlmore 1399 1171
Freeborn .... 438 227
Goodhue 1220 706
Hennepin . . . 2013 1117
Houston 675 716
Isanti No return.

Jackson 21 18
Kannabec ... 9 6
Kandiyohi... 19 3
Le Sueur 577 625
Manomin . . . . No return.
Martin 18 10
McLeod 197 95
Meeker 147 103
Mille Lac .... No return.
Monongalia . . 47 80
Morrison S3 115;
Mower 412 483
NicoUett 424 227

{

Olmsted 1119 777
Pine 6 28
Pembina No return, j

Ramsey 1485 1778
ReoviUe 8 37 S

California—1859.

GOVERNOR.
Countie.i. Rep. Dem. A.L.D.

Stanford. Latham. Currey.

Alameda.. 299 1066 664
Amador... 232 2023 985
Butte 854 1915 1666
Calaveras. 85 8275 1391
Colusa ... 15 641 166
Con'a Costa 41 805 878
Del Norte. 18 892 126
El Dorado. 408 8096 2413
Fresno.... 1 859 11
Humboldt 83 897 872
Klamath.. 1 607 120
Los Ang'ls 220 1916 49
Marin.... 67 467 75
Mariposa. 8 1462 213
MendociDO 11 730 85
Merced.... 1 281 82
Monterey.. 46 495 175
Napa 14 810 905
Nevada... 581 3185 2684
Placer.... S96 3226 1117
Plumas... 193 8S2 649
Sacram'to. 223 3526 2678
San Bern'o 89 532 6
San Diego. 17 259 1

San Fran'o3027 4747 2943
San Joa'in 209 1806 878
S.LuisOb'o 80 284 80
San Mateo 105 420 418
Sauta B'ra 85 431 —
Santa Clara 626 1407 867
Santa Cruz 150 499 451
Shasta.... 8 1456 432
Sierra .... 295 2814 1666

CALIFORNIA.

GOVERNOR—{Continued.)

Countie.'i. Rep. Dem. A.L.D.
Stanford. Latham. Currey.

Siskiyou.. 43 2159 1303
Solano.... S3 1172 827
Sonoma... 64 1981 1148
Stanislaus. 13 889 106
Sutter.... 87 695 159
Tehama . . 85 770 92
Trinity... 4 1285 829

R"nfvw,'^[ll 821 68B na vista
)

Tuolumne 969 8723 737
Yolo 66 757 568
Yuba 437 2442 1471

Total.. 10110 62255 81298!

Latham over C'rey, 80957 ; i

over both, 20847.

AGGKEGATE TOTE ON OTHER
STATE OFFICERS.

ReptthHr.ami.

Lt. Gov Kennedy, 11148
Congress . .Baker,. . . 41438

Sibley,... 301
Sup. Court.Sha.fteT. . 11799

Dejnocral'i.

Lt. Gov .... Downey, . 59051
Congress . .Burch . . . 67665

" Scott .... 66993
Sup. Court.Cope .... 59397

Aiiti-Leccnnpfon Democrntf^.

Lt. Gov Conness. . 31051
Congress . .Booker . . 2969

" McKibben43474
Sup. Cowr^.Sprague.. 30978

Baker, Rep., was generally
supported by the Anti-Le-
compton Democrats, and
McKibben by the Republi-
cans.

ALABAMA.
grounds of greater deTotion
to the interests of the South,
but exhibited only a feeble

show of strength, Andrew B.

Moore, regular Dem., being
reelected Governor over
Wm. F. Samford, Independ-
ent, by about 20,000 major-
ity. The Regulars also car-

ried the entire Delegation in

Congress ; the only close

\
contest being in the Third

' (Slontgomery) Dist., where
; Clopton, Regular Dem., beat
Judge, Independent, by 214
majority.

Sontli Carolina.

There is no opposition to

what is termed the Regular
Democracy in this State, and
no officers are elected by the
entire vote of the State, the
Governor and State officei-s,

as well as the Presidential
Electors, being chosen by
the Legislature.

Alabama.

An Election was held in

this State in 1859, for Go-
vernor, Congressmen and
Legislature, in which the
opposition to the regular
Democracy claimed the suf-

ja^M of the people, on the

Mississippi.

An Election was held iit

this State for Governor,
State Officers, and Congress-

! men, in 1859, which resulted

;
in the success of the Demo-
cracy by more than three to

one, Pettus, Dem., for Go-
;
vernor, receiving 84,559
votes to 10,808 for Walter,

i Independent. The Demo-
cratic Candidates for other

State Officers ran ahead of

Mr. Pettus. For Congress
there was hardly a show of

;
opposition to the Democra-
tic candidates.

Florida.

The last general Election

in tliis State was for Con-
gress, in 1858, when both
candidates were Democrats.
Hawkins, the regular Demo-
crat, receiving 6,465 votes,

and Westeott, Independent
Dem., 4,070.

Arkansas.

There is not sufficiea

opposition to the Regula
Democracy in this State V
create the slightest interea
in the elections. At the las'

election for Congressmen
(1S5S) in the First District^

Hindraan, Dem., received
18,255 votes, to 2,853 for

Crosby, Independent ; and,
in the Second District, Rust,
Dem., received 16,802 to

3,114 for Jones, and 8,462
for Drew, Indepeudent can-
didates.



APPENDIX.

RESOLUTIONS OF '98 AND '99

As the Virginia and Kentucky Resolutions of

1798 and 1*799, form a portion of the Demo-
cratic National Platforms, we give them a place

here

:

THE VIRGINIA RESOLDTIONS.

The following resolutions passed the Vir-
ginia House of Delegates on the 21st of Decem-
ber, 1798, and were agreed to by the Senate
three days later, on the 24th December. These
Resolutions are understood to have been writ-

ten by Mr. Madison.

Jiesolved, Tliat the General Assembly of Virginia doth
unequivocally express a firm resolution to maintain and
defeud Uie Consiitution of the United States, and the
constiiuiion of trns State, against every aggression, either

foreign or doiiiescic ; and that they will support the Go-
vernment of the United States in all measures warranted
by the former.
That this Assembly most solemnly declares a warm at-

taciiiiient to the Union of the States, to maintain which
it pledges its powers; and, that for this end, it is their

duty to watcii over and oppose every infraction of those
principles which constitute the only basis of that Union,
because a faithful observance of them can alone secure
its existence and the public happiness.

Tliat this Assembly doth explicitly and perempto-
rily declare, that it views the powers of the Federal
Government, as resulting from the compact to which
tlie States are parties, as limited by the plain sense
and intention of the instrument constituting that com-
pact, as no farther valid than they are authorized by the
grants enumerated in that compact; and that, iu case of
a deliberate, palpable, and dangerous exercise of other
powers not granted by the said compact, the States, who
are parties tliereto, have the right, and are in duty
bound, 10 interpose, for arresting the progie.-s of the evil,

and for mainiainiug within their respecuve limits the
authorities, rigiits, and liberties, appertainmg to them.
That the General Assembly doth also express its deep

regret, that a spirit has, in sundry instances, been mani-
fested by the Federal Government, to enlarge its powers
by forced constructions of the constitutional charter
which defines them ;and that indications have appeared
of a design to expound certain general phrases (which,
having been copi-^d from the very limited grant of powers
iu the loriuer Articles of Confederation, were the less

liable to be mi.- construed) so as to destroy the meaning
and eifect of tlte particular enumeration which neces-
sarily explains and limits the general phrases, and so as
to consolidate the States by degrees into one sovereignty,
the obvious tendency and inevitable result of which
would be, to transform the present republican system of
the United States into an absolute, or at best, a mixed
monaroliy.
That tne General Assembly doth particularly protest

against the palpable and alarming infractions of the Con-
stitution, in tiie two late cases of the "Alien and Sedition
Acts," passed at the last session of Congress ; the first of

waicii exercises a power nowhere delegated to the Federal
Goverimient, and which, by uniting legislative and judi-

cial powers to those of the executive, subverts the general
principles of free government, as well as the particular
organization and positive provisions of the Federal Con-
stitution ; and the other of which acts exercises, in like

manner, a power not delegated by the Constitution, but,

on the contrary, expressly and positively forbidden by
one of the amendments thereto ; a power which, more
than any other, ought to produce universal alarm, be-

came it is leveled against the right of freely exam-
ining public characters and measures, and of free com-
munication among the people thereon, which has ever

been justly deemed the only effectual guardian of every
other right.

'

That this State having by ita Convention, which rati-
fied the Federal Constitution, expressly declared, that
among other essential rights, "the Uberty of conscience
and the press cannot be canceled, abridged, restrained,
or modified by any authority of the United States," and
from its extreme anxiety to guard these rights from
every possible attack of sophistry and ambition, having
with other States recommended an amendment for that
purpose, which amendment was, in due time, annexed to
the Constitution, it would mark a reproachful inconsis-
tency, and criminal degeneracy, if an indifference were
now shown to the most palpable violation of one of the
rights, thus declared and secured; and to the establish-
ment of a precedent which may be fatal to the other.

That the good people of this Commonwealth hav-
ing ever felt, and continuing to feel, the most sincere
affection for their brethren of the other Slates, the
truest anxiety for establishing and perpetuating the
Union of all, and the most scrupulous fidelity to that
Constitution which is the pledge of mutual friendship and
the instrument of mutual happiness, the General Assem-
bly doth solemnly appeal to the like dispositions in the
other States, in confidence that they will concur with this
Commonwealth in declaring, as it does hereby declare,
that tlie acts aforesaid are unconstitutional ; and th^X
the necessary and proper measures will be taken by each
for coijperating with this State, in maintaining, unim-
paired, the authorities, rights, and liberties, reserved to
the States respectively, or to the people.
That the governor be desired to transmit a copy of the

foregoing resolutions to the executive authority of each
of the other States, with a request that the same may be
communicated to the legislature thereof ; and that a copy
be furnished to each of the Senators and Representatives
representing this State in the Congress of the United
States.

THE KENTUCKY RESOLUTIONS.

The following resolutions, drafted by Thomas
Jefferson, passed the Kentucky House of Re-
presentatives on the 10th of Nov., 1*798, and
were agreed to by tlie Senate on the 13th of
the same month :

1. Jiesolved, That the several States composing the
United States of America, are not united on the princi-
ple of unlimited submission to their general government

;

but that by compact, under the style and title of a Con-
stitution for the United States, "and of amendments
thereto, they constituted a general government for spe-
cial purposes, delegated to that government certain
definite powers, reserving, each State to itself, the resi-
duary mass of right to their own self-government ; and,
that whensoever the General Government assumes unde-
legated powers, its acts are unauthoritative, void, and
of no force ; that to this compact each State acceded as
a State, and is an integral party ; tliat this government,
created by this compact, was not made the exclusive or
final judge of the extent of the powers delegated to
itself; since that would have made its discretion, and
not the Constitution, the measure of its powers ; but,
that, as in all other cases of compact among parties hav-
ing no common judge, each party has an equal right to
judge for itself, as well of infractions as of the mode and
measure of redress.

2. Jiesolved, That the Constitution of the United States
having delegated to Congress a power to punish treason,
counterfeiting the securities and current coin of the
United States, piracies and felonies committed on the
high seas, and offenses against the laws of nations, and
DO other crimes whatever ; and it being true, as a gene-
ral principle, and one of the amendments to the Con-
stitution Laving also, declared, " that the powers not

249
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delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor
proliibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States

respectively, or to the people," therefore also the same
ict of Congress, passed on the 1-tth day of July, 179S,

and entitled " An act in addition to the act entitled An
act for the punishment of certain crimes against the

United States ;" as also the act passed by them on the

27lh day of June, 1T9S, entitled " An act to punish frauds
committed on the Banli of the United States," (and all

other their acts which assume to create, define, or pun-
ish crimes other than those enumerated in the Constitu-

tion), are altogether void and of no force, and that the
power to create, define, and punish such other crimes
is reserved, and of right appertains solely and exclu-

sively, to the respective States, each within its own ter-

ritory.

3. Resolved, That it is true, as a general principle,

and is also expressly declared by one of the amend-
ments to the Constitution, that " the powers not de-

legated to the United States by the Constitution, nor
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the

States respectively, or to the people ;" and that no
power over the freedom of reUgion, freedom of speech,
or freedom of the press being delegated to the United
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to

the States, all lawful powers respecting the same did

of right remain, and were reserved to the States or to the

people ; that thus was manifested their determination to

retain to themselves the right of judging how far the

licentiousness of speech and of the press may be abridged
without lessening their useful freedom, and how far those

abuses which cannot be separated from their use should
be tolerated rather than the use be destroyed ; and thus

also they guarded against all abridgment by the United
States of the freedom of religious principles and exer-

cises, and retained to themselves the right of protecting

the same, as this State, by a law passed on the general
demand of its citizens, had already protected them from
all Imman restraint or interference ; and that, in addi-

tion to this general principle and express declaration,

another and more special provision has been made by
one of the amendments to the Constitution, which ex-

pressly declares, that " Congress shall make no laws
respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting

the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of

speech, or of the press," thereby guarding in the same
sentence, and under the same words, the freedom of

religion, of speech, and of the press, insomuch that

whatever violates either, throws down the sanctuary
which covers the others ; and that libels, falsehood, and
defamation, equally with heresy and false reUgion, are

withheld from the cognizance of federal tribunals. That
therefore the act of the Congress of the United States,

passed on the 14:h of July, 179S, entitled " An act in

addition to the act entitled An act for the punishment
of certain crimes against the United States," which does

abridge the freedom of the press, is not law, but is alto-

gether void and of no force.

4. Resolved, 'ihaX alien friends are under the jurisdic-

tion and protection of the laws of the State wherein they
are : that no power over them has been delegated to

the United States, nor prohibited to the individual States

distinct from their power over citizens ; and it being true,

as a general princijde, and one of the amendments to

the Constitution having also declared, that "the powers
not delegated to the United States by the Constitution,

nor prohibited to the States, are reserved to the States

respectively, or to the people," the act of the Congress
of the United States, passed the '2'2d day of June, 1798,

entitled, " An act concerning aliens," which assumes
power over alien friends not delegated by the Constitu-

tion, is not law, but is altogether void and of no force.

5. Resolved, That in addition to the general principle

as well as the express declaration, that powers not dele-

gated are reserved, another and more special provision

inferred in the Constitution, from abundant caution has

declared, " that the migration or importation of such
persons as any of the States now existing shall think

proper to admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress
prior to the year ISOS." That this commonwealth does

admit the migration of aheu friends described as the sub-

ject of the said act concerning aliens ; that a provision

against prohibiting their migration, is a provision against

all acts equivalent thereto, or it would be nugatory ; that

to remove them when migrated is equivalent to a prohi-

bition of their migration, and is, therefore, contrary to

the said provision of the Constitution, and void.

6. Resolved, That the imprisonment of a person under
the protection of the laws of this commonwealth on his

failure to obey the simple order of the President to depart

out of the United States, as is undertaken by the said act,

entitled, " An act concerning aliens," is contrary to the

Constitution, one amendment in which has provided,

that " no person shall be deprived of liberty without due
process of law," and that another having provided,
" that in all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall en-

joy the riglit to a pubUc trial by an impartial jury, to be
informed as to the nature and cause of the accusation,

to be confronted with the witnesses against him, to have
compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his favor,

and to have assistance of counsel for his defense," the
same act undertaking to authorize the President to re-

move a person out of the United States who is under the
protection of the law, on his own suspicion, without jury,

without public trial, without confrontation of the wit-

nesses against him, without having witnesses in his favor,

without defense, witliout counsel, is contrary to these
provisions also of the Constitution, is therefore not law,
but utterly void and of no force.

That transferring the power of judging any person who
is under the protection of the laws, from the courts to the
President of the United States, as is undertaken by the
same act concerning aliens, is against the article of the
Constitution which provides, that " the judicial power of
the United States shall be vested in the courts, the judges
of which shall hold their office during good behavior," and
that the said act is void for that reason also ; and it is

further to be noted that this transfer of judiciary power
is to that magistrate of the General Government who
already possesses all the executive, and a qualified nega-
tive on all the legislative powers.

7. Resolved, That the construction applied by the Gene-
ral Government (as is evident by sundry of their pro-

ceedings) to those parts of the Constitution of the United
States which delegate to Congress power to la.v and col-

lect taxes, duties, imposts, excises; to pay the debts,

and provide for the common defense and general welfare
of the United States, and to make all laws which shall

be necessary and proper for carrying into execution the
powers vested by the Constitution in the Government of
the United States, or any department thereof, goes to the
destruction of all the Umits prescribed to their power by
the Constitution : That words meant by that instrument
to be subsidiary only to the execution of the limited

powers, ought not to be so construed as th^mselves to

give unlimited powers, nor a part so to be taken as to

destroy the whole residue of the instrument : That the
proceedings of the General Government under color of
those articles, will be a fit and necessary subject for

revLsal and correction at a time of greater tranquillity,

while those specified in the preceding resolutions call for

immediate redress.

8. Resolved, That the preceding resolutions be trans-

mitted to the senators and representatives in Congress
from this commonwealth, who are enjoined to present
the same to theii respective Houses, and to use their

best endeavors to procure at the next session of Congress
a repeal of the aforesaid unconstitutional and obnoxious
acts.

9. Resolved lastly. That the governor of this common-
wealth be, and is hereby authorized and requested to com-
municate the preceding resolutions to the legislatures of

the several States, to assure them that this commonwealth
considers union for special national purposes, and parti-

cularly for those specified in their late federal compact,
to be friendly to the peace, happiness, and prosperity

of all the States—that, faithful to that compact, accord-
ing to the plain intent and meaning in which it was un
derstood and acceded to by the several parties, it is

sincerely anxious for its preservation ; that it does also

believe, that to take from the States all the powei-s of
self-government, and transfer them to a general and con-

solidated government, without regard to the special de-

legations and reservations solemnly agreed to in that

compact, is not for the peace, happiness, or prosperity of

these States; and that, therefore, this commonwealth is

determined, as it doubts not its co-States are, to submit
to undelegated and consequently unlimited powers in no
man or body of men on earth; that if the acts before

specified should stand, these conclusions would flow from
them ; that the General Government may place any act

they think proper on the list of crimes and punish it them-
selves, whether enumerated or not enumerated by the

Constitution as cognisable by them ; that they may trans-

fer its cognizance to the President or any other i)eisoii,

who may himself be the accuser, counsel, judge, and jury,

whose suspicions may be the evidence, his order the sen-

tence, his officer the executioner, and his breast the sole

record of the transaction ; that a very numerous and valu-

able description of the inhabitants of these States, being

by this precedent reduced as outlaws to the absolute domi-
nion of one man and the barriers of the Constitution

thus swept from us all, and no rampart now remains
against the passions and the power of a majority of Con-
gress, to protect from a like exportation or oilier griev-

ous punishment the minority of the same body, the legis-
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latures, judges, governors, and counselors of the States,
nor their oilier jiesicealile inhabitants who may venture
to reclaim the constitutional rights and liberties of the
States and i)eople, or who, for other causes, good or bad,
may be obnoxious to the views or marked by the suspi-

cious of the President, or be thought dangerous to liis

or their elections or other interests, public or personal

;

that the friendless alien has been selected as the safest

subject of a first experiment; but the citizen will soon
follow, or rather has already followed ; for, already has
a sedition act marked him as a prey : that these and suc-

cessive acts of the same character, unless arrested on the
tln-eshold, may tend to drive these States into revolution

and blood, and will furnish new calumnies against repub-
lican governments, and new pretexts for those who wish
it to be believed, that man cannot be governed but by a
rod of iron ; that it would be a dangerous delusion were
a confidence in the men of our choice to silence our fears

for the safety of our rights ; that confidence is every-

where the parent of despotism; free government is founded
in jealousy and not in confidence ; it is jealousy and not
confidence which prescribes limited constitutions to bind
down those whom we are obliged to trust with power

;

that our Constitution has accordingly fixed the limits to

which, and no farther, our confidence may go ; and let

the honest advocate of confidence read the Alien and
Sedition acts, and say if the Constitution has not been
wise in fixing limits to the government it created, and
whether we should be wise in destroying those limits ? Let
him say what the government is, if it be not a tyranny,
which the men of our choice have conferred on the Presi-

dent, and the President of our choice lias assented to and
accepted o^ er the friendly strangers, to whom the mild
spirit of our country and its laws had pledged hospitality

and protection ; tliat the men of our choice have more
respected the bare suspicions of the President tlian the solid

rights of innocence, the claims of justification, the sacred
force of truth, and the forms and substance of law and
justice. In questions of power, then, let no more be said
of confidence in man, but bind him down from mischief
by the chains of the Constitution. That this common-
wealth does therefore call on its co-States for an expres-
sion of their sentiments on the acts concerning aliens, and
for the punishment of certain crimes hereinbefore speci-

fied, plainly declaring whether these acts are or are not
authorized by the federal compact. And it doubts not
that their sense will be so announced as to prove their

attachment to limited government, whether general or
particular, and that the rights and liberties of their co-

States will be exposed to no dangers by remaining em-
barked on a common bottom with their own ; but they
will concur with this commonwealth in considering the
said acts as so palpably against the Constitution as to

amount to an undisguised declaration, that the compact
is not meant to be the measure of the powers of the Gene-
r.al Government, but that it will proceed in the exercise
over these States of all powers whatsoever. That they
wUI view this as seizing the rights of the States and conso-
lidating them in the hands of the General Government,
with a power assumed to bind the States (not merely in

cases made federal) but in all cases whatsoever, by laws
made, not with their consent, but by others against their

consent; that this would be to surrender the form of

government wc have chosen, and live under one derivUiff

its jiowers from its own will, and not from our authority
;

and that the co-States, recurring to their natural rights In

cases not made federal, will concur in declaring these
void and of no force, and will each unite with thu) com-
monwealth In requestujg their repeal at the next sessloa
of Congress.

On the 14th of Nov., 1199, the Kentucky House
of Representatives, after having received replies

to the above from the legislatures of several
States, which replies seem to have been unsatis-

factory, reiterated its position as follows :

Resolved, Tliat this commonwealth considers the Fede-
ral Union, upon the terms and fur the jmrposes specified
in the late compact, as conducive to the liberty and hap-
piness of the several States : That it does now unequivo-
cally declare its attachment to the Union, and to that
compact, agreeably to its obvious and real intention, and
will be among the last to seek its dissolution : That if

those who administer the General Government be permit-
ted to transgress the limits fixed by that compact, by a
total disregard to the special delegations of power there-
in contained, an annihilation of the State governments,
and the creation upon their ruins of a general consoli-
dated government, will be the inevitable consequence :

That the principle and construction contended for by
sundry of the State legislatures, that the General Govern-
ment, is the exclusive judge of the extent of the powers
delegated to it, stop nothing short of despotism—since
the discretion of tliose who administer the government,
and not the Constitution, would be the measure of their

powers—That the several States who formed that instru-

ment, being sovereign ami independent, have the unques-
tionable right to judge of tiie infraction ; and that a nul-

lification by those sovereignties of all unauthorized acts

done under color of that instrument is the rightful re-

medy: That this commonwealth does, under the most
deliberate reconsideration, declare that the said Alien
and Sedition laws are, in their opinion, palpable viola-

tions of the said Constitution ; and, however cheerfully

it may be disposed to surrender its opinion to a majority
of its sister States, in matters of ordinary or doubtful
policy, yet, in momentous regulations like the present,

wliich so vitally wound tlie best rights of the citizen, it

would consider a silent acquiescence as highly criminal

:

That although this commonwealth, as a party to the fede-

ral compact, will bow to the laws of the Union, yet it

does, at the same time, declare that it will not now, or
ever hereafter, cease to oppose in a constitutional man-
ner every attempt, at what quarter soever offered, to

violate that compact. And, finally, in order that no pre-

text or arguments may be drawn from a supposed acqui-

escence on the part of this commonwealth in the consti-

tutionality of those laws, and be thereby used as prece-

dents for similar future violations of the federal compact
—this commonwealth does now enter against them its

solemn protest.

This resolution passed the Senate on the 22d
Nov., n99.

MR. DOUGLAS' OPINIONS ON SLAVERY, &c.

On the 2oth January, 1845, Mr. Douglas, then

a member of the House of Representatives,

offered the following amendment to the joint

Resolution for the Annexation of Texas :

" And in such State or States as may be formed out of

said territory north of said Missouri Compromise line,

slavery or involuntary servitude—except for critne

—

Shall be prohibited."

—

Cong. Globe, vol. \i,page 193.

HE DEFENDS THE MISSOURI COMPROMISE.

On the loth of March, 1850, Mr. Douglas

made a speech in the United States Senate,

from which tlie following is an extract

:

" The next in the series of aggressions complained of

by the Senator from South Caroluia, is the Missouri

Compromise. Tlie Missouri Compromise, an act of

Northern injustice, designed to deprive the South of her

due share of the Territories ! Why, sir, it was only on
this very day that the Senator for Mississippi despaired

of any peaceable adjustment of existing difficulties,

because the Missouri Compromise line could not be
extended to the Pacific. That measure was originally

adopted in the bill for the admission of Jlissouri by the

union of Northern and Southern votes. The South has
always professed to be willing to abide by it, and even to

continue it, as a fair and honorable adjustment of a vexed
and diUicult question. In lS4o, it was adopted in the

resolutions for the annexation of Texas, by Southern as

well as Northern votes, without the slightest complaint

that it was unfair to any section of the country. In ISIli,

it received the support of every Southern member of the

House of Representatives—Whig and Democrat—without

exception, as an alternative measure to the M'ilmot Pro-

visio. And again in 1843, as an amendment to the Ore-

gon bill, on my motion, it received the vote, if 1 recollect

aright—and I do not think that 1 can possibly be nii:?-

taken—of every Southern Senator, Whig and Democrat,

even including the Senator from South Carolina himself,

(Mr. Calhoun.) And yet we are now told that this is

only second to the Ordinance of 1T67 in the series of

aggressions on the South."

—

Cong. Globe, Appendix,
vol. 22, pitrt I, pag6 370.
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" The Territories belong to the United States as one
people, one nation, and are to be disposed of for the

common benefit of all, according to the principles of the

Constitution. Each State, as a member of the Confede-
racy, has a right to a voice in forming the rules and
regulations for the government of the Territories ; but
the different sections—North, South, East and West

—

have no such right. It is no violation of Southern riglits

to proliibit Slavery."

—

Cong. Globe, Appendia;, vol. 22,
part 1, page 369.

HE ADVOCATES THE " IRREPRESSIBLE CONFLICT."

On the same day, and in the same speech,

Mr. Douglas said :

" I have already had occasion to remark, that at the
time of the adoption of the Constitution, there were
twelve (slave States), and six of them have since abol-

ished slavery. This fact shows that the cause of freedom
has steadily and firmly advanced, while slavery has
receded in the same ratio. We all look forward with con-
fidence to the time when Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,

Kentucky, and Missouri, and probably North Carolina
and Tennessee, will adopt one gradual system of eman-
cipation, under the operation of which those States must,
in process of time, become free."

And again, on the same page, speaking of a

proposition to amend the Constitution, so as to

preserve an "equilibrium " in point of numbers
between free and slave States, be says

:

" Then, sir, the proposition of the Senator from South
Carolina is entirely impracticable. It is also inadmissible,

if practicable. It would revolutionize the fundamental
principle of the Government. It would destroy the great

principle of popular equality, which must necessarily form
the basis of all free institutions. It would be a retro-

grade movement in an age of progress, that would
astonish the world."

—

Cong. Globe, Appendix, vol. 22,

part 1, page 371.

CONGRESS MAY RIGHTFULLY EXCLUDE SLAVES
FROU THE TERRITORIES.

On the 13th of March, 1850, in the speech
already quoted from, Mr. Douglas said

:

" But you say that we propose to prohibit by law your
emigrating to the Territories with your property. AVe
propose no such thing. We recognize your right, in com-
mon with our own, to emigrate to the Territories with
your property, and there to hold and enjoy it in subordi-

nation to the laws you may find in force in the country.
These laws, in some respects, differ from our own, as the

laws of the various States of this Union vary on some
points from the laws of each other. Some species of pro-
perty are excluded by law in most of the States as well

as Territories, as being unwise, immoral, or contrary to

the principles of soimd public policy. For instance, the
banker is prohibited from emigrating to Minnesota, Ore-
gon or California with his bank. The bank may be pro-
])erty by the laws of New York, but ceases to be so when
taken into a State or Territory where banking is prohib-
ited by the local law. So, ardent spirits, whisky, brandy,
and all the intoxicating drinks, are recognized and con-
sidered as property in most of the States, if not all of
them ; but no citizen, whether from the North or South,
can take this species of property with him, and hold, sell,

'or use it at his pleasure, in all the Territories, because it is

prohibited by the local law—in Oregon, by the statutes of

the Territory, and in the Indian country by the Acts of
Congress. Nor can a man go there and take and hold
his slave, for the same reason. These laws, and many
others involving similar principles, are directed against
no section, and impair the rights of no State of the Union.
They are laws against the introduction, sale and use of
specific kinds of property, whether brought from the
North or the South, or from foreign countries."

—

Cong.
Globe, Appendix, vol. 22, part 1, page 371.

And again

:

"But, sir, I do not hold the doctrine that to exclude
any species of property by law from any Territory, is a
violation of any right to property. Do you not exclude
banks from most of the Territories ? Do you not
exclude whisky from being introduced into large por-
tions of the territory of the United States ? Do you not
exclude gaming-tables, which are property, recognized as
such in the States where they are tolerated ? And has
any one contended that the exclusion of gambling-tables,

and the exclusion of ardent spirits, was a violation of any
constitutional privilege or right ? And yet it is the case

in a large portion of the territory of the United States
;

but there is no outcry against that, because it is the pro-
hibition of a specific kind of property, and not a prohibi-
tion against any section of the Union. A\'hy, sir, our
laws now prevent a tavern-keeper from going into some
of the territories of the United States and taking a bar
with him, and using and selling spirits there The law
also prohibits certain other descriptions of business from
being carried on in the Tgrritorie;'. I am not, therefore,
prepared to say that, under the Constitution, we have not
the power to pass laws excluding Negro Slavery from
the Territories. It involves the same principles."

—

Speech ofSenator Douglas, June Sri, 1850, j/ja{/e«1115,
amd 1116, vol. 21, Cong. Globe, 1849-50.

On the same day, and in the same speech,
Mr. Douglas referred to the Wilmot Proviso
resolutions, passed by the Illinois Legislature,

thus

:

" My hands are tied upon one isolated point."
" A Senator—Can you not break loose?"
" Mr. Douglas—I have no desire to break loose. My

opinions are my own, and I express them freely. My
votes belong to those that sent me here, and to whom I
am responsible. I have never differed with my consti-
tuency during seven years' service in Congi-ess, except
upon one solitary question. And even on that, I have no
Constitutional difficulties, and have previously twice given
the same vote, under peculiar circumstances ; which is

now required at my hands. I have no desire, therefore,
to break loose from the instruction."

—

Cong. Globe,
Appendix, vol. 22, part 1, page 373.

SLAVERY IN NEW MEXICO.

In the Senate, on the 12th day of February,
1850, on the subject of Slavery in the Territory

of Xew Mexico, Mr. Douglas said:

" If the question is controverted here, I am ready to
enter into the discussion of that question at any time,
upon a reasonable notice, and to show that, by the con-
siituted authority and constitutional authority of Mexico,
Slavery was prohibited in Mexico at the time of the
acquisition, and that prohibition was acquired by us
with the soil, and that when we acquired tlie territory,

we acquired it with that attached to it—that covenant
running with the soil—and that must continue, unless
removed by competent authority. And because there
was a proliibition thus attached to the soil, I have
always thought it was an unwise, unnecessary, and un-
jusliflable course on the part of the people of the free
Stales, to require Congress to put anotlier prohibition
uii tla- top of tliat one. It has been tlie strongest argu-
ment that I have ever urged against tlie proliibition of
Slavery in the Territories, that it was not necessary for

the Hcoiiuiplisliment of tlieir o'yeci."

—

Cong. Globe,
vol. 22, part 1, page 343.

SLAVERY A MERE QUESTION OF DOLLARS AND
CENTS.

Shortly after the Ilhnois election of 1858,

Mr. Douglas made a southern tour, stopping at

St. Louis, Memphis, and New Orleans, and
addressing the people at tho.^e places on politi-

cal topics. He spoke at .Mcmpliis, on the 29tb

of November, and the following is an extract

from his speech as reported phonographically

in the Memphis Avalanche'-
" Whenever a Territory has a climate, soil and pro-

ductions, making it the interest of the inhabitants to

encourage slave property, they will pass a slave code
and give it encouragement. Whenever the climate, soil

and productions preclude the possibility of slavery being
profitable, they will not permit it. Vou come right back
to the principle of dollars and cents. I do not care
where the immigration in the southern country comes
from ; if old Joshua R. Giddings should raise a colony in

Ohio and settle down in Louisiana, he would be the
strongest advocate of Slavery in the whole South ; he
would find, when he got there, his opinion of Slavery
would be very much modified ; he would find on those
sugar plantations that it was not a question between
the white man and the negro but between the negro and
the crocodile. He would say that between the negro
and the crocodile he took the side of the negro ; but be-

tween the negro and the white man, he would go for the
white man."
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SLAVES ARE RKCOGNIZED AS "PROPERTY" BY THE
CONSTITUTION.

On the 6tli of December, 18,58, Mr. Douglas
ppoke at New Orleans. The following quotation
from his speech is taken from the report in the

New Orleans Delta

:

" I, in common with the Democracy of Illinois, accept
the Dred Scott decision of the Supreme Coui-t of the
United States, in the Died Scott case, as an autliorita-

tive exposition of the Constitution. Whatever limita-

tions the Constitution, as expounded by the courts,

imposes on tlie authority of a Territoria Legislature, we
cheerfully recognize and i espect in conformity with that
decision. Slaves are recognized as property, and placed
on an equal footing with all other property. Hence, the
owner of slaves—the same as the owner of any other
species of property—has a right to remove to a Territory
and carry his property with him."

In the S?enate, on the 2.3d of February,

1859, in a debate with Jeff. Davis, Mr. Douglas
said:

" I do not put Slavery on a difT'Tcnt footing from
other property. I recognize it us property under what
la understood to be the ilecision of the .Supreme Court.
1 argue that the owner of slaves ha.s the same right to
remove to the Territories and carry his slave property
with him as the owner of any other species of property,
and hold the same, subject to such lociil laws as the Ter-
ritorial Legislature may constitutionally pass; and if any
person shall feel aggrieved by such local legislation, he
may appeal to the .Supreme Coui t to test the validity of
such laws. I recognize slave property to be on an
equality with all other property, and apply the Barae
rules to it. I will not apjjly one rule to slave property
and another to all other kind of property."—Cbn-
gressional Globe, 1858-9, part 2, page 12S6.

THE DRED SCOTT DECISION.

The decision or opinion of the Supreme
Court of the United States on the question of
Slavery in the Territories, and the power of

Territorial Legislatures to exclude it, enters so

largely into the political questions and discus-

sions of the day, that it becomes desirable to

know what the court decided. The following

extracts will show the points of greatest impor-
tance in the decision. The case will be found
at length in Vol. 19 of Howard's Reports. The
Opinion of the Court, delivered by Chief Justice

Taney, is preceded by head-notes of the Re-
porter, intended as a syllabus or epitome of the

points decided, and from which we make the
following extract (page 395)

:

The clause in the Constitution authorizing Congress
to make all needful rules and regulations for the govern-
ment of the territory and other property of the United
States, applies only to territory within the chartered
limits of some one of the States when they were Colo-
nies of Great Britain, and which was surrendered by
the British Government to the old confederation of the
States, in the treaty of peace. It does not apply to
territory acquired by the present Federal Government,
by treaty or conquest, from a foreign nation.
The United States, under the present Constitution,

cannot acquire territory to be held as a colony, to be
governed at its will and pleasure. But it may acquire ter-

ritory whicl^i, at the time, has not a population that fits

it to become a State, and may govern it as a Temtory
until it has a population which in the judgment of Con-
gress, entitles it to be admitted as a State of the Union.
" While it reuiiiins a Territory, Congress may

legislate over it within the scope of its constitutional
powers, in relation to citizens of the United States, and
may establish a Territorial Government, and the form of
this local government must be regulated by the discre-
tion of Congress, but witli powers not exceeding those
wliich Congress itself, by t)ie Constitution, is authorized
to exercise over citizens of the United States, in respect
to their rights of persons or rights of property.
"The Territory tiius acquired, is acquired by the

people of the United States for their common and equal
benefit, through their agent ai d trustee—the Federal
Government. Congress can exercise no power over the
riglit-s of persons or proper y of a citizen in the Terri-
tory which is prohibited by the Constitution. The Go-
vernment and the citizen, wlienever the Territory is

open to settlement, both enter with their respective
rights defined and limited l5y the Constitution.

" Congress has no riglit. to prohibit the citizens of
any particular State or Stiites, from taking up their homes
there, while it permits citizens of other States to do so.

Nor bus it a right to give privileges to one class of citi-

zens which it refuses to another. The Territory is ac-
quired for their equal and common benefit, and, if open
10 any, It must be open to all upon equal and the same
terms.

"Every citizen has a right to take with him into

the Territory any article of property which the Consti-
tution of the United States recognizes as pro|)erty.

" The Constitution of tlie United States recog-
nizes slaves as property, and pledges the Federal Go-
vernment to protect it. And Congress cannot exercise
any more authority over property of that description,

than it may constitutionally exercise over property of
any other kind.
" The act of Congress, therefore, prohibiting a citi-

zen of the United States from taking with him his slaves
when he removes to the Territory in question to reside,

is an exercise of authority over private property which
is not warranted by the Constitution, and the removal
of the plaintiff, by his owner, to that Territory, gave
him no title to freedom."

[Senator Benjamin, of Louisiana, in a speech
delivered on the 22d of May, 1560, states that

this syllabus was prepared and written out by
Chief Justice Taney himself.]

Following these notes we have the opinion

of the Court, where, after deciding that Con-
gress had no power to prohibit Slavery in a
Territory, the chief justice proceeds as follows

(pages 450 and 451) :

" The powers over person and property of which we
speak, are not only not granted to Congress, but are in

express terms denied, and they are forbidden to exercise

them. And this prohibition is not confined to the

States, but the words are general, and extend to the

wliole territory over which the Constitution gives it

power to legislate, including those portions of it remain-
ing under territorial government, as well as that co-

vered by States. It is a total absence of power every-
where within the dominion of the United States, and
places the citizens of a Territory, so far as these rights

are concerned, on the same footing with citizens of the

States, and guards them as firmly and plainly against
any inroads which the General Government might
attempt, under the plea of iitiplied or incidental powers.
And if Congress itself cannot do this—if it is beyond the
powers conferred on the Federal Government— it will be
admitted, we presume, that it could not authorize a
territorial government to exercise them. It could
confer no power on any local government established by
its autliority, to violate the provisions of the Constitution.

"It seems, however, to be supposed that there is a
diflference between property in a slave and otlier pro-
perty, anil that different rules may be applied to it in

expounding the Constitution of tlie Unitejl States. And
the laws and usages of nations, and the writings of emi-
nent jurists upon the relation of master and .'lave, and
their mutual rights and duties, and the p.mers which
governments may exercise over it, have been dwelt
upon in the argument.

'' But, in considering the question before us, it must
be borne in mind that there is no law of nations stand-

ing between the people of Uie United States and their

government, and interXering with their relation to each
other. The powers of the government, and the rights

of the citizen under it, are positive and practical regu-

lations, plainly written down. The people of the United
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States haye delegated to it certain enumerated powers,
and forbidden it to exercise otliers. It has no power
over the person or property of a citizen but what the
citizens of the United States havepranted. And no Jaws
or u^'ages of other nations, or reasonin-g of statesmen or
jurists upon the relations of master and slave, can en-
large the powers of the Government, or talce from the
citizens the riglits they have reserved. And if the Con-
stiiution recognizes the right of property of the master
in a slave, and makes no distinction between that de-
scri))tion of property and other property owned by a
citizen, no tribunal, acting under the authority of the
United States, whether it be legislative, executive, or
judicial, has a right to draw such a distinction, or deny
to it the benefit of the provisions and guaranties which
have been provided for the protection of private
oroperty against the encroachments of the Government.

" Now, as we have aire idy said in an earlier part ot
this opinion, ui)OU a different point, tlie right of property
in a slave is distinctly and expressly aflSrmed in the
Constitution. The right of tr^iflSc in it, like an ordinary
article of merchandise and property, was guaranteed to
the citizens of the United States in every State that
might desire it, for twenty years. And the Government
in express terms is pledged to protect it in all future
time, if the slave escapes fmma its owner. Tliis is done
in.plain words, too plain to be misunderstood. And no
word can be found in the Constitution which gives Con-
gress a greater power over slave property, or which
entitles property of that kind to less protection than
property of any other descriptio'n. The only power
conferred is the power, coupled with the duty, of guard-
ing and protecting the owner in his rights."

SLAYERY IN NEW MEXICO.
In 1859, the Territorial Legislature of New

Mexico passed "An Act to provide for the pr6-

tection of property in slaves." This act, with-

out, iu terms, legalizing Slavery in the Territory,

proceeds at great length and particularity to

protect slave-masters in the possession of their

slaves, by enacting severe penalties against

"stealing" or "enticing" them away, against

"inciting them to discontent" or "insurrec-

tion," etc. The spirit of the Act may be
gathered from the following extracts from its

provisions :

" Sec. 20.—Any slave who shall conduct himself dis"

orderly in a public place, or shall give insolent language,
or signs, to any free white person, may be arrested and
taken by such person before a justice of the peace, who,
upon trial and conviction in a summary manner, shall

cause his constable to give such slave any number of
stripes upon his or her bare back, not exceeding thirty-

nine.
" Sec. 21.—When any slave shall be convicted of any

crime or misdemeanor for which the penalty assigned by
law is in whole or in part the fine of a sum of money,
the court passing sentence upon him may, in its discre-

tion, substitute for such fine corporal punishment, or
branding or stripes.

" Skc. 24.—Any slave, free negro or mulatto who shall

commit or attempt to commit a rape upon the person of
any white woman, shall, upon conviction thereof, suffer

death.
" Sec. 25.—The Emancipation of Slaves within this

Territory is totally prohibited."

PEO.\AGE, OR WHITE SERFDOM.

In January, 185v), the Territorial Legislature

of New Mexico passed " an act amendatory of
the law relative to contracts between masters
and servants," from which we extract the fol-

lowing:
" Sec. 1. When any servant shall run away from the

service of his master, he shall be considered as a fugi-

tive from justice, and in such case it shall be the duty
of all officers of the Territory, judicial or ministerial, on
being informed that such persons are within the limits

of their jurisdiction, to ascertain whether such persons
are runaway servants or not, and if they ascertain that
they are, said officers shall immediately arrest them and
put them to work at pubhc labor, or hire them out to

any person, so that they may be employed, with security,

until their masters shall be informed thereof, in order
that they may demand them, and to whom they shall

immediately be delivered.
" Sfc. 2. Every person of this Territory, either a con-

tracted servant according to the law of contracts, or
engaged on trips, or as shepherds, shall be compelled to
serve for the time st':i)ulated for in the contract ; and
any servant so contracted who shall fail to serve by
abandoning his master or propert.y placed under his

care, shall be held responsible for all costs and damages
which through his neglect may result to the owner.

Skc. 4. No Court of this Territory shall have juris-

d'etion nor shall take cognizance of any cause for the
torrection that masters may give their servants for

neglect of their duties as servants, for they are con-
sidered as domestic servants to their masters, and they
should correct their neglect and faults

; for as soldiers
are punished by their chiefs, without the intervention of
the civil authority, by reason of the salary they enjoy,
an equal right should be granted those persons who pay
their money to be served in the protection of their pro-
perty : Provided, That such correction shall not be in-
flicted in a cruel manner with clubs or stripes."

On the 10th of May, 1860, Mr. Bingham, of
Ohio, from the Judiciary Committee of the
House of Representatives, reported

A bill to disapprove and declare null and void all
Territorial acts or parts of acts, heretofore passed by
the Legislative Assembly of New Mexico, which establish,
protect, or legalize involuntary servitude, or Slavery,
within said Territory, except as a punishment for crime,
upon due conviction.

This bill passed the House the same day by
the following vote

:

Yeas.—Messrs. Charles. P. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Ash-
ley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bra.yton,
Buffington, Burlingame, Burnhani, Butterfield, Camp-
bell, Carey, Case, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling,
Covode, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Ed-
wards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster,
Frank, French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Helmick,
Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins. Irvine, Junkin, Francis W.
Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, KiUinger,
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy,
Marston, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Moorhead,
Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pot-
ter, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedg-
wick, Sherman, Somes, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, WiK
liam Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Tompkins, Train,
Trimble, Vandever, Verree, AVade, Waldron, Walton,
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel

Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Wood-
ruff.

All Republicans, 97.

Nats.—Messrs. Green AdoTns, Adrain, Allen. Thomas
L. Anderson, William O. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery,
liarksdale, Barr, Barrett, Bocock, Bonhani, Boyce,
'Rva.ni^h, Briaiow, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clop-
ton, Cobb, John Cn'-hrqne. Cooper, Cox, James Craig,
Crawford, Curry, IT. Winter Davis, John G. D.^vis, De
J-drveUe, JStheridge, Florence, Girnett, Gartrell, John
T. Harris, Haskin, Hawkins, Holman, Houston, Howard,
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, I^'tt, Kiinkel, Lamar,
Lanilrum, Larrabee, James 3f. Leach, L^ake, Logan,
Love, Charles D. Martin, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Mont-
gomery, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack,
Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugb, Reagan, Rey-
nolds, RiGGS, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Schwartz,
Scott, Simms, Singletmi, William Smith, t^tallwortli, Ste-

Vf-nson, Stout, Taylor, Thnyer, Tliom.-is, Underwood,
Vallangdigham, Vance, Webster, Whiieley, Winslow,
Woodson, and Wright—89.

Democrats, in roman, 74; Americans, in

italics, 8 ; Anti-Lecompton Democrats, in small
CAPS, 5 ; Independent (Reynolds, in roman), 1 ;

Republicans (Thayer, in roman), 1. Total, 89.

This bill failed to pass the Senate.
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